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The mode of disposal of the dead has its recogni- 
zed piace in the study of” the culture of a people. 
Th ancient India also, it was part of a solemn and 
important rite. In the brahmanical tradition it was 


S counted as a samskara, among the traditional sixteen 


The or more samskaras. It is interesting to note that while 


many Grhya-sütras omitted discussion of the funeral 
rites, independent texts, called Sraddhakalpas and 
Pitrmedha-sütras, were composed which déal exclu- , 
^ sively with them. Whether it was so, as generally 
imagined, solely because these rites assumed such 


treatment or because discussion of them had to be 
separated from the other samskaras also in view of the 
grim, inauspicious nature of these fites, is difficult to 
say. Occurring after the death of a person, the 


ra last rites could not be conceived to be of benefit to 
d him in the ordinary sense of the term. Yet, the 
| antyegti or mrtyu-samskara was regarded as of great 
“igtportance indeed. The Baudhayana Pitrmedha-sütra 

| E expresses, this, admirably in its statement: “By the 
. samskara after the birth, (a person). wins, this world; 

E by the samskara. after the death, (he wins) the other 


eee e |. Of. Winternttz, M., A History of Indian Literature, Vol. 


Z I, Pt. I, p. 239; also p. 245 and fn. 2; Pandey, R. B., 
Z Hindit Sariskara—Samajika tatha Dharmika Adhyayana, 

(in Hindi), pp: B: 21; 26. 
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world (or heaven). It is no wonder, as Hillebrandt 
has remarked, that the ritualists Were eager to Rave, 9 
this samskara performed with great caré and with ° 


regard to all circumstances, and indépendent up 
ses, like the one cited above, had tó be composed, ? à 


Not unnaturally, the subject of disposal of the 
dead amongst the ancient Indians has engaged the 
attention of scholars since long. Ancient Vedic texts 
and later Dharmasastra texts, specially the Pitrmedha- T 
sütras, etc., were particularly studied in this connec- k 
tion. The results obtained are presented, as the es] l 
case may be, both in the form of'actual practices of 
the ancient Indians in this regard and as prescri- 
tions of tke detailed rules and regulations as provided 

<in the ritual texts. Separate notices have been 


l. Baudhayana Piüfmedha-sütra, III. 1. 4: jatasamskürena 
Aet imam lokam abhijayati mrlasamskase.a amum lokam; sce 
d also Pandey, op. cit., p. 296, fn. 1, and Kane, P.V., 
History of Dharmasastra, Vol. IV, p. 190. 
2. Hillebrandt, A., *Death and Disposal of the Dead : 
Hindu", in Aio" lepacdia of Religion and Ethics (hence- 
: forth abbreviated as ERE.), Vol. 4, p. 476. P G 
3. Good accounts of the funeral customs of the ancient 
Indians are available in two modern works, frequently 
used : Kane, History of Dharma$astra, Vol. IV (al- 
ready cited), Sec. II, consisting of Chs. VII & VIII iq 
(also relevant are the Chs. in Sec. III which deal 
with $sraddla); and Pandey, Hinda Samskara, etc. (alse 
cited above), Ch. X. For a brief but eexcelleni Atte 
E unt, see Hillebrandt, op. cit., ERE., 4, pp. 475-6. 
Among the early writers on the subject, special men- , 
tion may be made of W. Caland, whose two principal 
writings, viz., Altindischer. Ahnencult, etc., and Die 
altindischer Todten- und, Bestattungsgebraüche, were fre- 
quently drawn upon Dy later write. See also Keith, 
A. B., The Religion and Philosophy of the" Veda and Upa- ° 
nishads, Pt. II, pp. 417 ff.; Barnett, L. D., Antiquitms ^ — x 
* of India, pp. 147-51; and Basham, A. L.,°Lhe Wonder 
© < that was India, pp, 176-7, for useful comments. | 2 < 
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taken also of the early Buddhjst and Jaina materials 

ə onthe gubject,* and, in an "isolated way, also of 

a material? ?n many other types of ancient literary 
soxrces.? Thus, even though?a full historical study 

A is A and, tt should also be added, our informa- 
` tién is relatively fuller only in respect of the brah- 
manical tradition, we have, nevertheless, sufficient in- 

"n formåtion to form a general idea of this aspect of the 
` life of tht ancient Indian people. It can be said on 
the basis of these studies that, from very early times 
and continuing into later history, various modes of 
disposal of the dead body were practised in ancient 
India, such as ”burial of one type or another—in 
earth or water, exposure on open or high ground, on 
trees, etc., to birds "and beasts, and, of course, 
œ cremation.? Cremation seems to have become very 


l For the early Buddhist evidence, see esp. Rhys Davids, 
T. W., Buddhist India, pp. 36-7; and, for the Jaina 
evidence, Jain, J. C., Jaina Agama Sahitya men Bhara- 
tiya Samaja (in Hindi), pp. 369 ff. Also Poussin, Louis 
de la Vallée, **Death and Disposal” of the Dead : 
Buddhist", ERE.. 4, p. 446; and Jacobi, H., “Death 
QUI ^ and Disposal of the Dead : Jaina’’, Ibid;, p. 484. 
5 9» Brief remarks on the disposal of the dead are available 
in all kinds of general and cultural studies on indivi- 
dual literary works of various types and of both indi- 
L genous and foreign origin. Some of these are used as 
corroborative evidence later on in this study. 


=a ee gen?rally the works cited in fn. 3, p. 2 above. That 

different modes were practised from the earliest times 

isemplrasized by all the writers. Ir brief, it may be 

noted that while cremation had become the more 

^ popular practice already in the early Vedic period, it 

ə seems quite clear that burial also was regarded legiti- 

— a mate. Fon the evidence of earth-burial, see esp 

o Rg-vedd, X. 18." 10-13; VIL 89.1; also Atharva-vedy 

" e — 5.30. 14; 18. 2. 34; of. also RY., X. 15. ld and 95 14° 
A few of these "evidence . will be noticed at Son ; 

length again-in this study. gi ney 
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early the more popular practice, but, as we know 
from later brahmanical texts, it was specifically, ° 
forbidden in certain cases, as for example it the cases 
of children of a certain age, aberted or still-bgrn 
foetus, ascetics, etc.» The available evidence Uoes 
seem td suggest that the modes varie® sometimes 
on account of essential cyltural differences,? but 
there is sufficient evidence also to indicate that witly 
in the same culture all kinds of different modes were 
practised—exposure,or burial of various types in 
* some cases and cremation in others. It may be 
argued that the standard modes within a culture 


. , 
Forglenial of cremation in special cases, as prescrib- 
ed "in the brahmanical texts, see esp. Pandey, op, 
cit., pp. 337 ff., and Kane, op. cit, pp. 227 ff. Some 
instances from the Mahabharata will be examined 
below. 2 

See, e. g., Kane, op. cit., pp. 246 f., where evidence 
from the Satapatha Brahmana on the various types of 
fmaíanas or sepulchral mounds is cited and in which 
‘the worshippers of devas, followers ofasuras, ‘easter- 
ners’, etc. are distinguished from each other. An 
asura type of burial seems to be referred to in the 
Chandogya Upanigad, VIII. 8.5 (red in Kane, op. cit., 
p- 232). Notice also the instance of the burial of 
Virádha in the Ramayana; Ramayana (Baroda Cr. 
edn.), Aranya-kinda, Sarga 4; see esp. verse 24, 
which reads as : Raksasam gatasattvandm esa dharmak 
sanatanah, Avate ye nidhiyanle tegam lokah sanatanah. 
Kane also cites (op. cit., p. 234) a statemepteema 
the mediaeval digest Haralata (c. 12th cent. A. D.) t& 
the effect that the Magas buried they dead under- 
ground and the Daradas and Luptrakas placed thetr 
dead oft trees. At least, two of these, the Magas and 
the Daradas, are generally located in the North-western 
part of the Indo-Pakistan sub-continent; see Rap*on 
(ed.), The Cambridge History of india, Vole T., pp. 362-37 e 
Sircar, D. CŒ., Studies in the Gecgraphy of Ancient and < 
Mediaeval India, pp. 25, QJ, 164; also Shafer, Robert, 
Ethnography of Ancient India, pp. 29, 43,135. 
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à , coujd be identified and any v&riations would be only 
| e WXceptióga]. But, as in the case of the brahmanical 


He tradition, the n er of such exceptions could be 
veN large indeed? e In such a situation, therefore, 
.. unless there were firm evidence, it would be hazar- 


e 
dous to spég of essential cultural differences on the 
| basis aT variations in the mode of disposal of the 


CC-0. In Pablic Domain. UP State Ņaseum, Hazratdhnj. Lucknow 
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. dead body.” 


the many distinctions and exceptions are taken note 
of Kane speaks of the bewildering vawety in the 
various rituals ofmantyesti and cites WNirn&yasindhu (a 
mediaeval digest of 17th cent. A. D.) to show thate 
the last rites differed in each sakha, though certain 
things were common to all; see Kane, op cit., Vol. IV; 
p.190. On this variety, Hillebrandt notes (op. Cft., 
ERE., 4, p. 476) : “Caland divided the whole ceremq 
nial into 114 acts, not to speak of variations in these." 
Cf. Keith, op. cit, p. 417 : “Theyre is nothing in 
Vedic literature to encourage the view,.which has 
been so energetically contended for in connection 
with western givilization, that the custom of burning 
the dead is one which denotes an essential distinction 
of race, as contrasted with the practice of burving the 
dead. The burning of the dead is set over against the 
burying of the dead in the Rigveda merely as two 
legitimate alternative methods, and this is the state of 


lai rséhroughout the history of India,...... " See also 


Ucko, Peter J., “Ethnography and Archaeological 
Igterpwtation of Funerary Remains", in World Archa- 
cology, Vol. 1, No. 2, Oct. 1969, pp. 362f., esp. 273-6. 
Ucko makes the point ably and forcef€lly that while 
there is evidence that, at a given time, Specific fifne- 
rary practiges characteris¢ particular societies in some 
way, much variability has also been seen to exist in 
this respect s6metimes within the same culture, and 
that, it woutld be. unsafe to identify groups of paople 
or cultures on the basis of funerary practices, < è 

Peepi i Specified, thee citations from the 
e Ae e T * * 
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Scholars. We should like to note, particularly three 


^ 


names : Hopkins, who made short but wery signif 
ficant comments about “Royal Br pria” in his study 
of the social positior of the ruling ‘caste in ant 
India on the basis of the epic materials; Vaidya, who, 
ina study of the epic and its society in his Mahabha- 
rata-mimamsa, makes simildrly brief but very*perti- 


nent comments on the disposal of the dead’ and last ' 


rites, and Bhattach: Da who devotes a short chapter 
on cremation, etc., if, his work on the society in the 
age of the AMahabharata.' While these studies are 
not without values of their own, they are brief ayd 
general, and invariably as small parts of larger studies 
„Of the epic culture. For the Same reason, they tend 
to highlight the standard modes and do not generally 
linger over the variations and unusual features 5 


Before we present our own study of the Maha- 
bharata material, a few preliminary remarks may be 
made, which pertain to the nature of our source and 
to the methodology adopted by us. In view of the 
problem fer se of fitting the epic material into neat 
pasce framework, we make no pretensions to 


D are all from the Poona Critical edi 
Also, the name of the epic is abbreviated in tfe amc [es 
as Mbh. 

l. See Hopkins, Edward W., The Social and Military 
Positions of the Ruling Caste in Ancient India, etc., pp. 

^ 114-8; Vaidya, C. V., Mahabharata-mimamnsa (Hindi), 
pp- 286- 7, 472-4; sand Bhattacharya, Sukhameya, 
Mahabha rata-ka lina Samija (im Hindi), pp- 338-41 (the 
following Sec. in this work is devoted to sraddha and 

^ tarpana). ^ a a 

m 2.. On some other limitations ot these studies, see the 


immediately fallowing foot-note.” , 
o | 
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akable | for He cone 4th century. B. C. to 4th century 
B3 —— ; which is astu usualy to the growth of . 
Ec the c IR: m its present” form, with. the clear emargin 


A that theyamay sogpetimes even refer, to 
sirice the epic is supposed to deal with 
history, and actua by contains legends 
earlier 


‘in the Mahabh yata, 


older times, 
much older 
traceable in 


literature.? conclusions 


Similarly, these 


" On-the* age of the eeoa see Winternitz, A 
— History of . Endian Literature, Vol. Pt. II, pp. 399ff., 
esp. 416-7; Hópkins, in Rapson (ed 9p The Cambridge 
History of India, Vol. I, pp. 230-1; and Mehendale, in 
Majumdar, etc. fed. i The Age of Imperiel Unity, p 
25]. Cf. also Sukthankar, WE Se, o Prolegomeng" a 
the Cr. edn. of the Adi-parvan, in Sukthankar, Critical 
Studies in the Mahabh rata (being Vol. I of V. S. Suk- 
thankar Memorial Edition), p. 199 : **...'The constituted 
text cannot he accurately dated, nor labelled as per- 
taining to a particular place or personality. ...... Itis 
a mosaic of old and new matter. ...... » in an average 
adhyaya „we may read a stanza of the second century 
B. C. followed by'one written in the second century 
A. D. Sometimes the gap will occur in the middle of 
a line, ... However, these limitations did not deter 
Hopkins from trying to derive a picture representa- 
tive of the epic as a whole (see Hopkins, in Rapson 
(ed.); The Cambridge Hist. of India, Vol I, Ch. XI, esp. 
p. 230; also his Social and Military Postion of the Ruling 
Caste, etc.. Sukthankar also imagined a certain unity 
of the Mahabharata in its dharma and mii materials; 
see_Sukthankag, “The Bhrgus and the Bharata : A 
"Fext-Eristorical Study”, in Sukthankar, Critical Studies 
pp. 334-6. The general approach 
of*¥aidya and Bhattacharya is the Sam$, but their 
treatment, particularly of the latter, suffers from 
defective chronological Perspective; see esp. Vaidya, 
op. cit., p. 16% and Bhattacharya, op. cit., Preface, 
pp. 8-9. "Pusalkar is relagively more judicious in his 
short paper, * Social World. in the Mahabharata’, 
Jour. of the Caagtnatkag ga as Inst., Vol. XXVI, 1970, 
pp: 575- gO. E " : E 


9 : © 


z 2. Werefer here to t 
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may be treated as valid for Nortli India generally, e 
except when the * contexe suggests. more precisa 
localities. Further, from the sociological point OT 
view, from what we know e. general natyfte and = 
possible authorship of the epic in its Dreset fórm, * 
the picture presented by it shoudd be considered as 
representative generally of the: Brahmanigal tradi- 

tion alone, except where the "usages are “ clgarly à 
distinguished as unbrahmanical "and alien or are 
palpably so.*. These are all serious" limitations, but 
they do not, in our opinion, take away from the value ` 
of the study. Our most importas gain is that in 
the varfous essential or incidental” narrativés and 
cé&sual allusions of the epic, W& find excellent corro- 
boration for information available elsewhere, espe- E 
cially in the ritual texts, which are, after all, only 
prescriptive and normative. In one instance, at | 
least, the Mahabharata informs about an aspect of ^ 
cremation for which the ritual texts seem to have no 
parallel? o 


L 
The scope of the present investigation and the 
method followed by us also need a word of explana- 
tion. We have culled out from the Mahabharata 
materials relating both to the standard mode of 
1. The brahmanical nature of the epic? Accepted By all 

authors: however, on this see esp. Sukthankar, “The e 

Bargus and the Bharata. etc." Icitedtn fn. typ. } Tabove): 
Shende, N. J., “The Authorship of the Mah bh raia”, 

s Annals of the Bhandarkar Or. Res. Inst, Vol. XXIV, - ° 


1943, pp. 67ff.; and Pathak, \. S., Ancient Historians of 
India, pp. 9ff..° F N K = <2 
he exigencies of war, in which the 
dead were abandoned o some kind Df colfectives cre- 
^ mation accorded them: see below. 

@ 
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Yee X XE. ses disposal af the dead body and to, others which are 
ta ES e, diffefent from it, and have paid particular attention 
uu ^*tothelatfr. In this our general approach has 
MET "beer to look for sant fins i in ritual prescriptions and 
1, M M. e Ne parallels from various sources. Also, since 
AS ' our need was to,,find confirmation principally for 
i- the exceptional and unusual methods, we have pur- 
ly . Mi posely kept a wide space-time horizon before us. 
'e a In producing the parallels, we have generally con- 
it i fined ourselves to literary sources and have occasio- 
Cc — ANE nally drawn' upon modern ethnological observations, 
n since these were gbe places where we found satisfac- 
d tory explanations. If no evidence from arthaeology 
z- is produced, the maiñ reason was that with the Rind 
> D H of evidence available in the Mahabharata, no fruitful 
y correlation with archaeological material was possi- 
T E | z ble. Archaeology, when it enlightens about funera- 

f p. | d ry customs, is able to produce, almost as a rule, 
oes evidence of various types of earth-burial only-—such 
as whole or fractional skeletal remains, whether 

C ° buried immediately aftey death or after cremation 

S mat | Soe or exposure, the position of the body and the orien- 
i tation inside the grave, various kinds of grave goods, 
: See and, of course, the grave itself. But no such evi- 
T | dence of burial is ayailable in the Mahabharata. We 
ll | : did not come across any reference in the epic even 
^ 2 | to the res of" asthi-sañcayana (collection of charred 
i I - , bones) and smasana (building of some funeral memo, 
j * | rial neomat, as prescribed i in the krahmanical ritual 
ds COME) | EO SAA : 2 x 
7 E T 51. On the rite of asthi-Saficagtana and sgmasana, sce below. 
$ Incidentally, for a pictures of bueial gustoms azed 

s d Ne Aso, ons e 
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entirely on earchaeological Sources, see generally 
Singh, P., Bur&l Practicgs in Ancient India, ec. and 
Gupta, S. P., Disposal of thee Dead “ind hysical Types 
in Ancient India; see also Das; D. R., « rchacologicaP 
Evidence on Csemation di gPost-cremation B rial in e° 
India", Journal of Ancient Indian History, Vol. ff. Pi. — 5 
1-2, 1969-70, pp. 50-71. The Kumhara [tkriSite © 
near Ujjain, which was excavated in 1938-39 by SK." 
Dikshit under the direction of Nf. B. Garde, is suppos- 
ed to have been an early historic cremation as well as 
burial ground, dating from before the 2nd cent. B.C., s 
because it revealed a considerably arge numb®r of | 
charred human bones, besides some large earthen L 
E pots conéaining bones, charred organic | materials, T 
ashes, pots, etc., and several dozen more or less pie- e i 
Served human skeletons in systematic extended buri- P 
als. But the site has not beg, fully excavated adn | 
there are many loose ends in its story. See Dikshit, | 
S. K., Uijayini : Mikasa tatha Puratattoa (in Hindi), | 
pp- 75-81, where the mm Administrative Report of | 
5 Archaeological: Department, Gwalior Stale (samnvat 1995, 
pp. 14 ff.) is also cited, in which a report of this ex- 


cavation was published. 
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* GENERAL FEATURES OF CREMATION 
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Th&general picture obtained from the Mahā- 
bhārata about disposal of the dead may be summari- 
y sed as follows :* Cremation was the standard 
. practice of disposal of the dead body. Among the o 
> is important and relatively more detailed descriptions 
ofit are the cremation of Dandu in the Adi-par- 
van,” of the many slain heroes of the great battle 
in the Stri-parvan,*® “OF Bhisma in the Anuáásdna- 
parvan,* of Vasudeva in the  Mausala-parvan,* E 
etc. For cremation in such places is used the simple 
eje straightforward word daha, or such technical words 4c 
; as preta-kārya,  aurdhvadehika-karya, — parama-karya, 
samsküra, etc.. The different elements of the 


| K l.e Cf. Hopkins, Social and Military. Position of the Ruling 

hH. ; Caste, etc., pp. 114 ff"; and Bhattacharya, op. cit., pp. 

d 2 338 f. 

g : 2. Mbh., l. Chs. 116-118. Certain exceptional features 

Sams of Pandu’s cremation are being separately discussed 
below in the last Chapter. 

e). Mbit = Ch. 96 (Both this chapter and the Ch. 27, 


g which describes the  udaka-kripà fore the cremated 
Ç hgsses, fre labelled in the colophons as ‘šsrāddha- 
- parva’; see also Corrigenda on p. VII of the Cr. 
° .  edn.). The description of the cremation here too pre; 
e sents some ungisual features, which will be discussed 
9 o ce xw C ad: | 
2.4. Voh, 13.154.8-17. ° : | 
"5. Ibit; -16:8:15:27:— te | 
S L e e "2 
. ° LJ 
ee ay A x | 
»^ t . E] c e. eS : 
e [) e e 
E ed = 
P T U ° . 
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g Ld 


e 
rite of cremation? «included the preliminary prepa- 
ration of the dead body by "formally dressing" and A 
anointing it, draping and decorating if with silk * | 
cloth, flowers and “garlands,” carrying it onpthe ` | 
shouldefs of men in some kind of palanquin of inea ° 
carriage (sibika, pana) in an impeessive procession, | 
joined by the bereaved relatives, including women | 
and by the host of subjects, to the appqjnted plage $ 
ina grove or forest by the river bank. Here the 
funeral pyre was elaborately prepared with all kinds 
of wood, including much scented wood, and the ^ 
body was placed on it and burnt™with the pouring 
of clarified butter, etc. It seems that the fite to 
light the pyre was carried in the procession from the 
home of the deceased and it was supposed to be the 
e same he had himself ritually established while | 
S living. There was much lamentation and wailing, 2. 
and, while the cremation went on, the atmosphere | 
resounded with the chanting of the Vedic mantras. i 
The purificatóry bath (snàna) and water-offering | 


e e 

l. The description of Pagdu’s cremation in the Ādi- 
parvan, Ch. 118, which is quite detailed, may be 
considered typical. The description of Vasudeva's mg 
cremation, Mbh., 16.8.15-27, may also be seen in this Ed 
connection. i 

2. With reference to Pandu’s cases see Mhh al. 118.6, 13; 
ibid., 16.8.21 expresses similar ideas about Vasudeva’s 
funepal, In Mbh., 15. Chs. 45-44, there ig expression, 
of much anxiety that Dhrtarástra, etc., mi@ht have 

S died in an inappropriate or ordinary forest fire (or//t 

agni), and, similarly, expression of relief wh en it was 
learnt that the forest fire had actaally originajed . 


| 

| 

L from the One which tlee blind king had himself esta- ° \ 

blished for his vedic rife$. For the ritual presgriptiogs, 

: E Op- cit., p.202; 206, 210; Pandey, op. cit. | 

< . p. 321, S : = | 

[ E | 
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(udaka-kriya salila-Rriya) followed immediately after 
the cremation There, was a* customary period 
€f mourning and infpurity (asauca), noted in one 
case to be twelve dayg,which, it «appears, had to be 
spent Yemping outside the usual residence, amd the 
*mourners had to sleep on the ground.* The fraddha 
or obsequial offerings followed this, and there are 
several "elaborate descriptions “of it in the epic.? 
Thé $raddha “is the funeral feast and the essential 
element of it as described in the epic ig the distribu- 
tion of gifts of food, dress and various precious arti- 
cles to the bráhmapas.? 


^has already been remarked that tlfe Maha- | 
bhirata seems to contain no clear reference to fhe 
rite of astht-saficayana, which formed an essential ele- ` 
ment of antyesti as „described in several ritual texts. 
This rite involved the collection of charred bones 
and ashes some days after the cremation and dispo-, 
sal of them in various ways—hanging in a buntlle gn 


the branch of a tree, or recremating ir some special. 


l. Mbh., 1.118.29-30, to be read along with 119.1-3; also 
ibid., 15.47.13,16. In Mbh., 12.1.1-2, it is said that 
after they had made the water-offerings for their dead 
relatives, Dhrtarástra, Vidura, Pagdavas and the 
ladies of the Bharata family stayed for one month at 
the same place outside the capital undergoing puri- 

e  ficatiónw- Some $vidence of instant purification from 
such pollution is discussed below. ° 


* 2. Seagt.g., Mbh., 1.119.1-2; 12.-Ch. 42; etc.. Pa the Anu- 

e $8sana-parvan, there is a long tract, from the Ch. 87 

e to 92, which deals with the varieties and merits of 
*sraddha. o ° o ^ 


«For a similar dezcriptioneóf cremation, ete, in the, 
*;.  Remüyaea, see Hopkins, «Social and Military Position of 
the Ruling Caste, etc., p. 117. 


^ 


^ 


^ 
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generally, burying them in a«hole dug jn the gr®und P. ' 3 
rial mound (śmasāna over thé. Apparentlypthis 
practicé gradually went out of vogue, and, amm. E 
towards the close of the epic, the gastom of deposit- ° 
ing the bones in holy river had probably become 
more common. It is thus thata chapter in the 
praise of the river Ganges in the Anu$ásana-parvan 79 

* contains the statements that persons whose bones 
are laid in that holy river never fall from the heaven, z^ 
and that so long as the bones of awmerson remained 
in the waters of the Ganges, tbat many thousands 
of years did he enjoy stay in the heaven.? An 
actual instance of this practice also seems to be 
preserved in the Asramavasika-parvan in the des- 
cription of the collection and disposal of the remains 2 


of Dhrtarástra, Gandhari and Kunti.? 
c——À— c EI 
1. . For the ritg of asthi-saficaycna and $masana, see Pandey, 
Hindü Samskara, pp: 327-9; Kane, History of Dharma- ^ 
Sasira, Vol. IV, pp. 240 &., 246 fF.. 


^ 


2. See Mbh., 13.27.27,31: s S 
Sprgtant yegam gangeyais toyair gütràni dehinam, : 
Nyastani na punas tegàm Lyàgah svargad vidhi yate. 27 a 


Yavad asthi manug yasya gangatoyegu tisthati, 
T avad. varsasahasrani svargam prüp ya ma ate. 31 e 


Nilakaotha explains myastani ip the verse 27 
(—19.26.28 in his version) as gatrani ast nyastàni 
gangayam, and is followed by modern translators lile 


e P. C. Roy, ețc.. On fhe gradual change in the rite of X 
asihi-sañcayana, see Pandey, op. cét., p, 329; Kafe,op. , | 
S cit., pp. 243 5 S | 
3. See Mbh., 15.47.14:15,,92-93; The latter two verges se 
read as: Oe E 
d o9 v . Z 
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Although not Specifically mentigned, ‘it seems to 
e be Pique in all theabove tlescriptions that the 
*cremations* took place only in certain fixed and 
E places, sendi, on the banks of rivers, 
which were customarily used for the purpose. But 
“the description of Vasudeva’s funeral presents an 
interesting exception. It is clearly mentioned there 
that his” funeral pyre was set up in the place which 
was dearest to him during life.* 


There is fo indication of any distinctions gene- 
rally in the cremations accorded to members of the 
different classes ee the society. The description of 
the ‘cremation of the brahmana warrior Drona? is 
Similar to those givet above, which relate al? to 
princes or members of the ksatriya class. The only 
difference in Drona’s case appears to be that his 
funeral pyre was set up by jatila brahmacarins.? If 


Te capi raiavacanal puruga ye galübhavan, 
Sankalpya teşarı kulvani.punah pratyagama ns tatak. 22 
Malyair gandhais ca vividhaih püjayitva yaih vidhi, 
Culyani tegam samypojya tad acakhyur maktpateh. 23 
Q Nilakantha understands samkalpya as ektkrlya, 
kulyani as asthini, pratyigaman as gangam ili $egah, and 
Sampojya as gangayeli $egah. S. K. Belvalkar, the 
editor of the Asramavasika-parvan, Cr. edn., notes 
that the word Kulya, in the context, denotes a recepta- 
clefor bones; see the Critical apparatus on Mbh., 
15.47.22; E e^grawala, V. S.. Bharata Savitri— 
e Mahabrata ka Eka Navina evan Saragar bhita Adhyayana, 


Vol. 3, p. 220., 
1. Mff. 16.8.23 : ° 
Q Yastu desah priyas lasya jivato "bhün mahatmanah, 
s , Tatrainam PESAN DE Pitrmedhar pracakrire. e 
5 ok * Mbh., 11.23.39 ff. . oe 
3. * lbid., 11.23.39. A brakmacarin was not permitted to be 
XH af carrier of the dead body of a person ora relative even ` 


of his own caste, except his parents, guru, (GU E and 
upadhy ya, and he was considered net guilty af breaking 


e. Beo : 
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we are told also that bows, arrows," various missiles 
and parts of chariots, besides other things, evere 
used for the purpose, it is said similarly “also about 
the other slain heroes of the Mthabharata.2 


The ‘above is the general picture of cremation 
obtained from the epic descript#$ns. Since the 
characters involved are princes and importar& per- 


sonages, there are undoubtedly exaggerations in tke - 


detailed descriptions of the preparations, processions, 
gifts and such other elements of this last rite. But 
probably this is what happened 6n a modest scale 
even in cases of ordinary persons '9& least, this may 
be presumed to be the case as far as the members of 
the higher classes of the brahmanical society—the 
brahmanas and the ksatriyas—are concerned, espe- 
cially since this picture fits generally with the one 
obtained from the ritual texts, The Mahābhārata 
gives unambiguous expression to the sentiment that 
no dead should ever be without the customary fune- 
ral rites.? z 


[) S x =, 


e. : ra 
his vows of squdenthood if he carried the bodjes ^of 


any one of the live mentioned apoves sce Kane, op. . 


S cit., p. 214, where varPous authorities are cited. < 
1. Mbh., 11.93. 39-40; cf. hid. 11.26.29, a Oe $ 
See Mbh., 11.26.21-96. * 
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|. me TREE-BURIAL E 


In our discussit of the usual mode of cremation 
S in the p¥evious chapter, we have been purposely brief 
and confinedsourselves to outlining the main features, 
because this has been discussed at some length also 
. by earlier scholars. We intend to^ draw special 
attention to instancts in the epic where unusual or 
| exceptional ways Sf disposal of the dead body seem 
to be referred to, directly or otherwise. “The full 
` significance of these instances, even when noticed, 
was generally missed, Sometimes, as it will be de- 
monstrated below,. they were even misunderstood. 
pane Such an instance, we may add, has provided us also 
i with an occasion for some useful textual criticism. 


. 
l. By adsl and exceptional], we mean both the modes 

e of disposal which are provided for in the dharma- 
$astric texts as exceptions to the usual cremation, and 

tiec also the various types of burials or unusual forms of 
disposal which are not referred to in the ritual texts, 
$ even as exceptions, but which are known from 
E. other sources. For some instances of the latter, such 
as casting off of the dead body, doubts may perhaps 

5 be expressed vehether, in the absence of adequate 
evidence of ritualization, these may be designated 
aio in the proper sense of the erm. We 
have, however, preferred to treat them âs such on 
considerations like : (i), frequency of reference to 
them in a variety of sources, (ii) nature of reference 
"to them, gugg&ting customary *béhaviour, (iii) indi- 
ecation of such practices "in other cultures in the 
e. aygcient, world, and (iv) corroboration of some sort by 
modern. anthropological, observation, with reference 
to tribal cultures both in India and outside. 
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We may begin, our discussion “with an episode 


from the Virata-parvan. The context is of the ° 


Pandavas about to enter Viráta'nagara a the start s 


of their one year exile incognita (ajñatavāsa), and of 
their hjding their weapons tô complete theif djs- 
guise.” This they do by making a bundle of their * 
bows and arrows, etc., and depositing them in the 
hollow of a big fami free near the cremation tround 
on the outskirts of the city.2 To ensure that their 
weapons are not stolen in their absence, they tie a 
dead body to the tree to scare away any intruder by 
its foul smell and perhaps also by generating fear.? 
Further, ,to keep away the over-inquisitive, „they 
spread a rumour around, especially among the cow- 
herds in the vicinity, that, following their farhily 
tradition and in accordance with the practice of their 
ancestors, they had tied up on tliat tree the body of 
their old mother who had recently died at the age 
of one hundred and eighty years.* Incidentally, the 
reference to the dead body on the sami tree , recurs 
when, at the conclusion of the exile, Arjuna has tu 
bring prince Uttara to the tree to retrieve his wea- 


—_ 


l. Mbh., 4. Ch. 5. 
2. Ibid., 4.5.12-14, 95-6. ^ 
- 8. Ibid., 4.5.97: P 
Sarirarj ca my lasyaikam samabadhnanta pindavah, 
Vivarjayisyanti nara dūrād eva Samim imam, 
Abatdhai savam atreti gandhamaghraya pūtikan?: 
4. Ibid., 4.5.28-99: 


e 4 EV e . a 
ASitisatavargeyan mata na tli vàdinah, s 
LA "e. E 5 = B PE 
Kutadharmo?yam asmakam Durvair acar&o'pi ca, PIE 
a Samsajana opkse’smirty iti vai yyaharanli te. 28 ° 


Agopal vipalebhya eok h un Paraiitapah,, a o G 
Ajagmur nagara bhyasdra parthah Satruntbarhanah. 29 
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e 
e pons to fight the? attacking Kaurava army.? The 


e depositing of the weapens in the sami tree near the 


cremation $round, but without any reference to the 
dead body, occurs akó in the Parvasarhgraha chapter 
of thd Adi-parvan.? ° 


It appears thft we have here a suggestion of tree- 
burial,sand the reference to kuse-dharma and pürvacüra 
seems to support the inference. The statement that 
the Pandavas started a rumour to explain the dead 
body tied to the tree may indicate’ that this sight 
was unusual and tfee-burial was not generally prac- 
tised in the lecdfity. At the same time, it seems 
also clear that the creglibility of the rumour does not 
simply depend on the authority of the label “kula- 
dharma” deliberately attached to it, but also on the 
distinct probability of that specific kula-dharma. In 
other words, even if tree-burial was not generally 
practised in that locality, it must have been knowa 


MN c 
l. Ibid., 4. Chs. 33 ff.; see esp. 4.37.1; 38.1-2, *9ff.. 
Prince Uttara is portrayed here as reluctant to go up 
the tree for the weapons for fear of pollution through 
touching of a dead body, which, he said he had 
heard, was tied up there.~ Arjuna says in reply 
(4.38.12) that the bows alone were there and no 
dead body. "This sownds incongruous with what has 
been said earlier in the Ch. 5 of this parvan. Two 
things, however, need to be noted The reference to 
the tying of the dead body on the samt, in the Ch. 5 is 
quite upambiguous and forms logical part of the 

arrative. And, in the latter episode, prince Uttara 
if says Clearly (4.38.9) that he had heard of a dead body 

s tied up on the tree. Arjuna's dgnial, therefore, may 
either bg undfrstood as a bit;of*diplomatic persuation 
e being tried on Uttara, er in the form that the dead 
4 body had decomposed and disappeared during the 
Z course of one year? . 


2. Mbh., 1.2.130.. . e e 
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there that ‘there were some people who actually pra- 
ctised it. Hopkins nbticed this episode and obstrved :, 
"I find not the slightest trace of sucha mode of 
burial elsewhere, though it Mas an extraordinary 
statenfent to invent, if the custom appeared af pecu- > 
liar to the writers as to the histarian....? He also’ 
pointed to the resemblance with the Persian ex- 
posure to birds, but even though he guspected the 
books in which this episode appeared to be late 
: additions to the epic, he wondered, if they could be 
so late as to be infected by Persian custom. The 
critical edition of the Mahabharatedaas demonstrated 
that thi§ episode is nota late interpolation. ‘The 
cofiparison with the Persian" custom may also be 
: inapt because while the suggestion here is of tree- 
burial, the Persian exposure cannot quite be descri- 


a E a ame - € Ó 


MV LUE 


D bed in that form.? =. 


* About the absence of any trace of tree-burial else- 
where, Hopkins would probably be very right if his 
remarks were to be understood, only with reference 4 


to the epic. As it is, this ‘mode of disposal of the 1 | 


dead is known elsewhere. Instauces of it have 


been noted about several, primitive peoples in the um Ay 


world." In India, suggestions of this have been 


l S x . "pt e. GEO J 

| l. Hopkins, Social and Military Position of The Ruling C&ste, 
etc., p. 115 and foot-note. S A 

2. For*the Persian custom of exposure of the"*dead, sce 


C ' Dead: Parsi”, ERE., 4, pp- 502-5; also Masan? Sir 
Rustom, he” Religion of the Gol Lie: Zoroastrianism, 
pp. 146 ff: Ke . A ee 


Dead: Introduction Aud Primitive", ERE., 4, p. 421; 
a Werblowsky, R.J. Zwi, “Funerary Rites and Cus- 
pee Sed NL 
e e e 
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sometimes seen in the Atharva-vega. The relevant 
versé, AJ., 18.2.34, ig translated by Whitney as: 
“They thft are buried (mikhatah), they that are 
scatéered away LAS), they that are burned 
(dzgdkih) and they that are set up (uddtitah)— 
all those Fatheng O Agni, bring thou to eat the 
oblation.”* The commentary explains the word 
uddhita metaphorically, as “those Fathers who are 
stationed in ardhvadeía and pitr-loka’”’.? Whitney 
preferred tounclerstand it as referring to exposure on 
something elevated, and several scholars have ima- 
gined it as suggoseing depositing of the dead body on 
treés, 9 A reference to tree-burial has been seen 
also in the Satepatha Brahmana, It occurs as an*ex- 
piation in the ceremony of “the offering of the 
barren cow”, in which when the cow is slaughtered 
and found to be in calf, there is need for disposal of 
the embryo. The relevant statement runs as : “Here 


now they say, ‘what is he to do with that enibryq ? 


toms”, in Lncyclopaedia Britannica, Vol. 9, p. 1013. 
Interesting commentson the symbolism of tree-burial 
will be found in Neumann, Erich, The Great Mother —- 
An Analysis of the Archetype, Ch. 13: “The Lady of the 
Plants”; see esp. pp. 50, 243-4; also plate 105 which 
reproduces an East -African ethnological drawing 
, showing graphically a tree-burial. 
el. AV., 18.9.34; '* 
Ye nikhata ye paropta ye dagdha ye coddhiteh, 


. Sagas ten agita à vaha pitrn havige attave. e 

See also the tr. of this verse by Whitney. 
2- See notes in Whitney's tre of the verse. ^ 
3. *Besides the notes in Whi tney's trf already cited, sec 


* «Keith, Religion and Philesophy of the Veda, etc., Pt. iM 
à p, 117, Kane, History f Dharmasastra, Vol. IV, p. 9395; 
d Pandey, Hindi Saütskirqs p. 338. Kane thought that 
it might alternatively refer to cavexpurial. D 
ioe * a 
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They may expose it on a tree; forthe embryos have 

the air for their support, and the treg is, as it were, 
the same as the air : thus he establishes €t on its ow 
support. But, say they, if, in Tbr case, any one were 

to curte him, saying ‘They shall expose him dead on 

a tree’, then verily it would be so! The suggestion’ 
of tree-burial in the, above statement appears un- 

mistakable,? Lbut the entire context especially. the 

reference to the curse, shows that this mode was 

disapproved - All this goes to show that the practice 

of burying dead bodies in trees was known in India 

from very ancient times, and it cggtinued to be prac- 

tised in later history amongst some “unbrahmeenical 

trfbes. It may be added (haf examples of tree-burial 

have been noticed in several modern I ndian tribes, 

as Andamanese, Nagas, Maria Gonds and Khasis.? 


The ancient Viráta or Matsya country is gener- 
ally located in the north-eastern part of the present 
Rajasthan—in the Alwar-Bharatpur-Jaipur region,* 
but that information may not be much useful since 
our analysis of the Viratd-parvan episode suggests 
that the practice of tree-burial should be considered 
rather a rarity in the locality. Two other comments, 
however, need to be made to complete the discussion. 
Firstly, the mention of a sami tee near the £maáana, 

— 9. 


"ECT D f Z L - . 

l. Saéapatha Brahmana, IV. 5.2.83: also tray Eggeligg, 
in SBE., XXVI, pp. 395-96. . p 
ex2. Cf. Keith, op. cit., Pt. Uf, p: 417 and fn. 7; Pandey. 

` op. cit., p 338. . e 
3. See Crooke, W., “Death and Di$posal of the Dead: 
Indian, Non-Aryan”, ERE., 4, p- 482. S 


. 


4. See Sircar, D. C., Stydies*in the Geography off Ancieft and - 


s Mediaeval, India, pp. 93. 105. 
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y e Which served as tie receptacle of the dead body, is 
Í A v not without significance, since the developed ritual 
T "of crematión in the brahmanical tradition makes 
i . Specific uses ofthe branch of a sami tree.* Secondly, 
{ ° the fact that the Pandavas could easily collect à dead 

; "body i in the neighkourhood would suggest that cast- 
Po" ing away or depositing of the dead body on open 
T. ground or exposing it to birds and beasts (not to 
CA speak of earth or water-burial) at or near the 
| . $masüna was actually practised by some people. » 
i L L 
i 
dx: 


< — > 

Q le See Kane, op. cit., pp. 206, 212. See also Pandey, ops 

: (o tit. p. 328, wlere, in the description of the rite of 
GL? asthi-saficayana, reference i 15 made to the requirement of 
hanging the receptacle containing the bones or thes 

£ bufidle of them one the „branch of a fami tree; cf. 
Kane, op. cit,, p. 242. * 
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CHAPTER IV L e 


. *? [LJ 
CASTING AWAY OF EHE DEAD BODY, 
` EXPOSURE OR CAVE-BURIAL 
A o9 


The comment at,the end of the previous chapter 
serves as an appropriate introductjon to discus 
some other instances in the epic which refer 
to or suggest casting off of. dead bodies, exposing 
them in high places or burymg in caves. In the 
Udyoga-parvan, dilating upon Se follies of acqui- 
Sitivene$s and virtues. of non-attachment, Vidura 
makes the statement to Yudhisthira that people 


die and others enjoy the wealth accumulated by 


them. They are themselves either consumed by 
fire or birds feed upon their dead bodies. The 


. Stark reality of death is spoken of in the preceding 


and the followitg verses also and the references in 
them are clearly to cremation, but here, in this 
statement, the wording seems to make a cleár dis- 
tinction between two different modes of disposal: 
casting away of dead bodies and consigning them to 
fire. In the Anu$ásana*parvan, to Yudhisthira’s 
query as to what happened to people who vowed to 
make gifts «o brahmanas but did not do so out of 
greed, Bhisma replies by citing an old stOty (purata- 
74m itihasam), of a jackal and a monkey,” According 


— l. Mbh., 5: 40. 153: ae S 


e Anyo dhanaii pretagalasya bhunkte vayamsi cagniscti Sarira- 
dha lin. - : o A p. 9 
e2- Mbh., 13. Ch.9. ` 
o E U 
S : 
e K ~ 2 meom e 


s S 


i 2 m 
SE TEC, IngPublic Domain. UP St 
Tes aM MEE Ms. zw RM 


SEE 


E ! 
Lon Digitized by Sarayu Foundation Trust, Delhi and eGangotri _ 
(y 


ec Li 
L 


a Casting Away of the Dead Body . 3 
e to this story, two" acquaintances qf a previous life 
>» were ° reborn.as these eanimals for not giving. to 
*à brāhmđņa certain promised things or for 
stealing fruits from a*tree owned by a brahmana. 

* The fate of the person born as jackal amd the 
conversation of the, two friends in their animal births 

is descsibed in the following words : “thereafter 
ong day, the monkey, seeing the jackal feeding 
on a dead body and remembering the previous 
birth, asked -him—Brother, what was the heinous 
sin committed byeyou in the previous life that 
you are feeding a» the hateful, foul-smelling corpse 

in the cemetery ?"* The answer is too stereotyped 

to be repeated. Thé conversation, however; is 
interesting inasmuch as it suggests a certain mode of 
disposal of the dead, viz., casting off of dead 
bodies.* Still another evidence, which comes from 


1. Ibid., 13,9.9-10 : C 
Tatah parasin Khadantam srgalant vanaro? bravit, 


Smasanamadhye samprekgya pitrvajatin anusmaran. 9 
L - Kin tvayà papakam karma kttai pürvam sudarupam, 
Yas tva fmafane mriakan pūtikan atsi kutsitan. 10 


2. The expression, “who accompanies the man when his 

dead body is left or cast away like a piece of wood ora 
Tump of clay’, that octurs more than once in a dialo- 
gue between Yudhisthira and Bhisma, and beiween the 
former and the s&ge Brhaspati, in the Anugasana-parvan 
itself (Mbh. , 13.112.3, 10, 13), may only be a figurative 
way of referring to death, and may contain no sugges- 
tion to a specific mode of disposal of the dead body. 
E But, at least from the form it is once put into in the 
mouth of Brhaspati, casting away,of the dead seems” 
to be suggested. The relevant verse, no. 13, reads : 


D 


S “Mrita sartram utsrjya kagthalostasamam janah, < 
"5 Mihürlam upatigthanti-tato panti pare smukha f, 
Tais lacchariram ulsp star dharma eko*nugacchati. c 
. . 
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the Bhisma-parvan, is only in the form of Es indirect 
allusion. Yudhisthira desired ,0 know abofit the o 
countries, warriors from which would be*participat-* 
ing in the battle, ‘and, in feply, Safijaya names 
various countries and makes brief comments abeut ° 
them. In this, in the reference tage Uttarakuru, said ` 
to be situated by the side, and towards the north, 
of Meru, the statement is made that there are to,be 
found there certain birds of sharp beaks and great L 
. strength whichetake away or steal dead bodies and 
throw them on the mountains or in the mountain 
caves. We feel that we havemhere an indirect 
reference to a certain mode of disposal of the déad, 
whtch consisted of exposure of the dead body qna 
high place for birds and beasts to devour, or, in the 
alternative, to possible cave-burjals. This mode, 
better than any other, invites comparison with the o Fb. 
Persian exposure, and, for this reason, the geogra- A 
phical- considerations also appear to be important. 
Uttarakuru ise generally introduced in ancient 
Indian literature as a mythécal land, but if it could 
be identified at all, it would be located somewhere 
in the high plateau just around the summit of the 
north-western ranges of thé Himalayas. ? 


l Mbh., 6.8.11 : S : 


BharwMa nama sakunās tiksnatunda mahabalah, 
Te Rirharanti hi mrtin dartsu prakgipanfi ca. ~~ 
ps 2 On Uttarakuru, see Raychaudhuri, H., Political History 
2 Ancient India, etc., pp. 64, 157; Sircar, Studies if the 
AU of Angient, and Medi®val dndia, p. 95 fn. 1; 

3 Malalasekera, G. P. Dictionary of Pali Proper Names, * 


Vol. I, s. y, "Uttarakutu—1; Upadhyaya, Bharat 


: e also Mj, 2.28. 7.5 
À e 
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9 Og 3 5 A 
In this instanfe, much more than in that of tree- 


>» burial, the Mahabharata evidence is not isolated. 


* Traces of if have beén found in the earliest literature 
of India, and, in later periods, besides the Maha- 
bhürata, many other types of literary sources provide 
evidence for it. Some suggestions of abandonment 
of the dead have been seen in the hymns of the Rg- 
veda,” but, „as already noticed, there are clearer 
references in the Atharva-veda, where the Fire-god is 
prayed to bring to receive oblations Fathers who 
were “scattered away" or abandoned (paroptah) and 
who were “set uz in high places (uddhttah), besides 
those who were “burnt” (dagdhah) and “buried” in a 

hole dug in the grouñd (nikhataA).? The comment- 

ary explains paroptah as left or abandoned in a 

distant place like a piece of wood (düradefe kasthavat 


1. Cf. Basham, The Wonder that was India, p- 177. 


2. See Pandey, op. cit., pp. 300, 302. It may þe noted 
that the Rg-veda, X. 15. 14 refers to agnidagdhah and 
anagnidagdha h ancestors in the same breath and appa- 
rently on an equal ranting, It could be that the word 
anagnidagdhah (lit. ‘not burnt in the fire’) here refers 
to earth-burial alone. But it could be understood 
also in a broader sense, and including exposure, 
casting away, etc. The Atharva-veda, 18. 2. 35, which 
is partly parallel with RV., X. 15. 14, also refers to 
the agnidagdhal and anagnidagdhah ancestors together, 
and, there too, the latter word, especially when seen 
in continuation of the preceding verse (18.2.34), seems 
tg Have a rather comprehensive sense. Kæne (op. cit., 
© p. 232) understands this word in RP., X. 15. 14 in 

Q the probable sense of death away from home, sat 
enemy'sjiand*, in a fight or, afitr being kidnapped, 
e when proper cremation or burial could not be per- 

formed. z x 
° 3. AV., 18. 2. 34 (see "above; p. 31, fn. 1). 

a . 


L pro i 


a L G a 
CC-0. In Public Domai. pP Štate Museum, TRE Lucknow 
. el ry 


Digitized by Sarayu Foundation Trust, Delhi and eGangotri 
Pa 


- 38 Disposal. of the Dead in the Mahagharata ° 
parityaktah)? In. the Atharva-ved® also. "as in the 


e 
Vedic literature in general, jhe usual mode is ceema- , 


tion, but there is no indication tere that«hese other. 
modes were disappraved. A reference to the practice 
of abandonment at death has’ been seen also in the 
Chandogya Upanisad,*, although it pannot be said to 
- be free from doubt. The Sütra literature prescribes 
only cremation and has provisions for burial i in the 
ground in exceptional cases.? It does not generally 
know of abandonment,* which only shows that this 
mode was fully disapproved in the brahmanical 
tradition by: that time. Appargptly, however, it 
remained a legitimate mode among some peeple 
outside the pale of brahmanical orthodoxy. 


Considerable evidence of the practice of abandon- 
ing dead bodies in cemeteries occurs in the Pali 
Buddhist | literature. One of the most striking of these 
is the he Mahasatipatyhana-suttanta of the Digha Nikaya, 
where explaining Kayanupassana (cultivating ‘mind- 
fulness’ about the ‘body’), the reference is made to 
the bhikkhus’ seeing bodies having been abandoned 
in the charnel field, one; two, three days or over a 

s longer period, swollen, discoloured, in various stages 
of decomposition, pecked at by birds and eaten by 


l. Cited by Whitney (op. cit.) in ds notes to his trans 


latign. Ste Se = 
C TUS Chandogya Upanisad, VI. 15. 1-3, as cited in Pandey, 
|» ^ Op. Cit., pp. 337-38. ^ e 


3. See Pandey,” op.cit., p. 305; Apte, V. M., Soĉial and 
t Religious Life in the Grliya-sūtras, etc., pp- 251 teeters e 


4. There is provision sométimes for the, abandonment 
of dead children; seé^beloty. 
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7 
A 2 ) 
animals, reduced%o bare skeletons, etc and think- 


Y 1 Q . . . ? . 
~ 108 os their own bodies as similarly constituted and 


oSubject to» destrucfíon. The Vijaya-sutta of the 


» 


Sutta; Nipata also refers to dead bodies lying cast in 
cejneteries.? There are several references éo this 
mode of disposal, in the Jātaka stories also, which 
speak a]so of ogresses, etc., besides animals and birds, 
fceding on bodies abandoned in cemeteries., It was 
in the face of this impressive evidence that Rhys 
Davids concluded that while deceased persons of 
distinction seem to, have been cremated, the dead 
bodies of ordinaryspeople were put away in a public 
plate, a cemetery, where, as a rule, they*were not 
buried but left to be destroyed by birds and beasts 
or dissipated by the process of natural decay.* For 
this public place, the Buddhist texts usually have the 
popular word susána ( — skt. fmafana), but two other 
equally common words are amaka-susana and sivathika. 


The first of these two words in itself constitutes good — 


evidence for the practice of abandonment, since amáka 
means ‘raw’, ‘uncooked?, and amaka-susana is to be: 
rendered literally as “‘the cemetery of raw flesh”.® 


J G eod Re s S S NEA 
Part If, pp. 339-3. 

9. Sutta-Nipata, l. 11 (Vijaya-suLta) s also tre Woven Gadences 

. of the Early Buddhists, p- Bo Pr: : T 
e.g L ka, Jayaddisa Fitaka (Nos. 

3 p eus Pene dran Raus toll dis of the Jataka}. 
4. * Rhys Davéds, Buddhist India, pp-*36-7. 
5. * Sce Rhys Davids, T.W., etc. (ed-); Pali- 


e nary wPTS.), S. v. susana and amaka-susana. The 
etymology of the word sivathika is doubtful; ibid., s.v. 
: (2 LJ e. 
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In GE of the early Budtihist literature, it : 
may be added that Jaina canonical texts like Maha- ,, 1 
nistha also contain evidence of abandonment of deade 
bodies in groves or woods.* '*, s Ñ 
Several foreign sources also provide excellent . 
corroboration for this practice. ‘Thus the Geography 
of Strabo, citing Aristobulus about various °curious 
customs of the people at Taxila, infofms that the 
dead were thrown out to be devoured by vultures. 5 
Similar customs are reported also by the Chinese . 
pilgrim Hiuen Tsang, who observes that the dead 
bodies were either cremated or thrown into water or 
cast away in the woods ta feed wild animals.? 
Albiruni, whose information is most valid for nórth- 
western India, which alone was directly observed by 
him, gives something like a históry of the various 
2 Indian customs relating to disposal of the dead.* 
According to him, in the ancient-most times, the 


E 


l. See Jain, Jaina Agama — Sühitya men Bharatiya Samaja, 
p- 370 and fn. 4. . 9 


2. Geography of Strabo, Bk. XV. 1, para 62, as in Majum- ^ie 
dar, R. C., The Classical Accounts of India, etc., p. 276; 
also Bevan, E.R., in Rapson (ed.), The Cambridge His- 
tory of India, Vol. I, p. 373. According to Bevan, the * 
information is probably about certain people near 
the frontier who had been inflienced by the customs 
of Iran. It may be noted that Strabo’s Geograph? is 
dated fn the Ist quarter of the Ist cent. A. D., and 
his Authority in this case, Aristobulüs, is*said to havt 
accompanied Alexander in his campaign of Indie; 


| 
: 
1 
1 


e see Majumdar, The Classical Accounts of India, pp. Pand E 
93, and Bevan, in Rapson, op. eit., y. 358. S 
E 3. See Watters, Thomas, On Yuan Chwang’s Travels in? 


India, Vol. I, p. 174. * 5 


à . . B e S : D 
4. See Sachau, Edward*.C., "Albiruni's India, etc., Vol. 
e IT, pp. 16% ff., 170. . 
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dead were exposed to the air by being thrown an the 

. fields without, any covering, and “even sick people 
a Were left alone in the Beli and mountains to die. 
^ As a result of fater refprmation, the dead were expo- 

A sed to wind by housing them in airy roofed byildings, 
o Sones to the graye-towers of the Zoroastrians. Only 
much later the pràctice evolved by which the dead 
were handed over to fire to be? consumed in entirety. 
The habit of casting off of the dead had apparently 

not died out completely in Albiruni? 5 time since he 

* adds his concluding remarks that those who could 
not afford to burn their dead either threw them on 

the open field or into running water. In the end, 

; we may add that Creoke has noted some modern 
: examples of Indian tribes who practised exposure to 

beasts and birds.* 


It seems to be generally agreed that the abandon- 
ment at death, and perhaps even prematurely when 
death was felt imminent, was the earliest’ mode of 
disposal, and the causes may have. been primarily 
psythological, such as the horror of death and of 
corpse and the fear of pollution of the living by the 
dead, but sometimes economic causes were probably 
just as important, since'to sustain life at that early 
stage was a truly bard task and the living were in 
every” sense mene important than theedead.* The 


il; Cróoke; «Death and Disposal of the Dead : Indian, 
s Non-Aryan”, ERE., 4, p. 481; see also Hughes- Buller, 
7 e RI cove Burial in Baluchistan” 2 haz Antiquay , 


~ "9. See dnd E. S. eDeath and Disposal of the 
e Deade: Introduction and Primitive", ERE., 4, pp. 
411 f., esp. p. 414% cf..afso Pandey, op. cit., p. 300; 
Basham, The Wonder that was Indie, T 177. e 
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progress tomext point came when the abandonment 
was formalized and the survivors put away etheir 
dead; leaving the dead bodies iftact and with care. e 
It is, properly speaking, from this stagé onwards that 
we cam use the word buriak.* The great magy 
varieties of it must have gradually developed, among * 
different people and under varying. circumstances, 
which embraced such* wide divergences as extreme 
care taken to preserve dead bodies and to obliterate 
them completely by consigning them tq fire.? This 
sketch of development may be to a certain extent 
hypothetical, but it is probably qnot far from the 
truth. Two things, however, need to be noted about 
it. sMost of these developments appeared very early 
in human history, and the practice of cremation also 
is very old and widespread.? Secondly, even though 
death releases immensely powerful emotions and 
customs relating to it are likely to be slow to change, 
it is a fact that changes do appear. Anthropologists 
believe that what makes for persistence or change is 


']. Qf. Kroeber, A. L., Anthiepology, p. 625. 
2. For the evolution and variety of customs of disposal 
of the dead body amongst the various peoples of the 
world, in antiquity and in modern times, see, besides 
the article by Hartlanf in ERE., 4, cited already, 
several other entries on that subject in the same place, 
and also Hocart, A. M., *Deatle Customs", in Encyqo- 
pacdia of Social Sciences (ed. Seligman, Edwin R. A., 
etc. Vol. V, pp. 20 ff.; Werb!losvsky.e'*Fuperary Rites, 
and Customs", in Encyclopaedia Britannica, Voi. 9, pp. 
1011 f; Kroeber, AsL., “Disposal of the Dead", 
American Anthropologist, Vol. 29. 1927, pp. 308-15; 

. Griffin, James B. “The Study of Basly Cultures", in | 
e Shapiro, Harry L. (ede), Man, Culture, and Society, pp. 

T 24-5, etc: $ Eis: x e e 

See esp. Griffin, in Shapiro, op. cit., p. 25, 
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Y, 3 
not so much the strength or weakness of emotions 


~ released but rather the gloseness or looseness with 
which the practice Concerned is interwoven to other 
items of the culture, j& an organised system of ideas 
angl sentiments, becauge it is seen that large systems 
“have a tendency 49 endure) Whatever the precise 
explanafion, it seems undeniable that the practice 
of abandoning or putting away the dead on open 
ground appears very early in the history of India 
and, even though it does not seem to have been the 
most popular mode, it continued to be practised for 
some reason by some people in later times also and 
does so even up till today. . 


L 
e 
il See Kroeber, dnihropolog , pp. 40]-2. On the consi- 
derable @ariation and instability of the funerary 
e customs, see also Ucko, ¢‘Ethnography and Archaeo; 


e, legicale{nterpretation’ of Funerary Remains”, World 
* Archaeology, Vol. 1, No. 271969, pp. 273-4. 
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PROHIBITION OF CREMATION FOR 
* CHILDREN AND ASCETICS - 


In the brahmanical tradition? two well known 
exceptions were prolfibition of cremation in*the case 
of children of a certain age, generally*under twó or 
three years, and, in that of ascetics, prescription, in- 
stead, of some form of burial. The Mahābhārata has 
instances also of such types and they provide corro- 
boratione for the ritual prescriptions to a certain 
extent. The S$ànti-parvan kas a story of the death 
of a male brahmana child.! The relatives carry 
the dead body to the cemetery or the cremation 
ground (smasdna) sometime in the day, perhaps 
shortly before the sunset. A vulture (grdhra) and a 

jackal, {jambuka} look for a chance to feed on the 
dead body of the child. The vulture would be lucky 
if he got his chance while it was still day, but the 
jackal had to wait the onset of the night. A war of 
wits follows. Taking turns, these two carnivores 
advise the relatives either to overcome their infatua- 
tion, leave the dead and return home, or to stay on 
as long as it was still day, hoping that life might yet 
return tosthe dead child. Both, as*thestory goes, 
are disappointed, because, happily, the dead child 
is revived by divine grace. But ethe, whole episode 
* l. Mbh., 12. Ch. 149. This story is also edite as 


-uraana itihasa, anq illustrates how even a*dead pef- 
.  80n could be revived by the grace of God. 
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L 
e would perhaps confirm that young children were not 


* cremated in amcient times; their dead bodies were 
"abandoned Sar accorded some form of burial? If 
burial cannot be directly inferred in our story, it 
, mst be remembered that even in the brahrinanical 
tradition, while t&e general rule appears to have 
been togbury the dead child ip a hole dugin the 
grqund, therg was no unanimity about it, and even 
as respected an authority as Manu Smrti prescribes 
abandonment, like a piece of wood, in a forest out- 
side the village.? Bt is interesting to note that in 
the present story so, while the relatives are fre- 
quehtly changing their minds, there is fecurrent 
mention of depositing or throwing of the dead bédy 
on the ground (ksipya) or abandoning it (tyaktvā, 
parityajya). Further, the smasana is located in a forest- 
ed region and there is suggestion of its being deso- 
late. The last rites, of whatever kind, have been 
called preta-karya. . s : 


"The description of the death of Vidura in the 
Agramavasika-parvan brings out the essential ele- 
ment in the disposal of the body of a dead 


1. For the disposal of the dead body of a young child as 
e prescribed in th® brahmanical tradition, see Pandey, 
Hinda Samskara, etc., pp. 340-1;  Kame, History of 
o Dharmas tra, Vol. IV, pp. 227-8. k 
2. Pandey,- op. cit, p. 340. Manu Smrti, V. 68-69 
¿Tead as : x L 
Unadvivor kan pretam nidaqhyus. Pandhava bahih, 
M lamkrtya — $ucau bhgmifo — asthisaficayanadpyte. 68 < 
^ AVesya *karyo'gnisamskaro na ca karyodakakriya, 
Aranye kasthavat tyaktva ksapeyus tryghameva ca. 69 
s s O 
: : e 
^ * e 
a a U 
z e 
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e 

ascetic. ‘Vidurg is portrayed in this place as enga- 
ged in intense ascetic practices. He had matted < 
locks on the head, held a piece of wool or metals 
in his mouth as a form of penance, had discérded 
all clothes and was covered with dirt. He abstairfed | 
from all food, lived only by “eating air" and had 
become so thin and emaciated as to be a ghadow- 
like apparition. He would be only rarely seen and 
it was with some effort that Yudhisthira was able to 
catch sight of him.? Yudhisthira is then'said to have 
anxiously followed Vidura where the latter entered 
a dense forest. Finally, Vidura stationed himself 
against a tree, and, while the Pandava prince ‘was 
introducing himself, the sage stared deep into-his 
eyes and, entering into Yudhisthira’s body by the 
mystic power of Yoga, he breathed his last.9 It 
was when Yudhisthira was getting ready to cremate 
the dead body of Vidura that he heard the heavenly 
voice commanding not to do so. He was told that 
since Vidura Was a follower of yati-dharma, his body 
was not to be burnt; such as the eternal law. He 
was assured that Vidura would obtain the heavenly 


1. Mbh, 15. Ch. 33, esp. verses 30-32. Sukhamaya 
Bhattacharya has also noted it; see his Mahabharata- 
kalina Samaja, p. 340. After the conclusion of the 
great battle, when Yudhisthita was installed kme 
and had already ruled for some years, the old king 
Dhréarastra retired to the forest. “Te *vas- accom- 
panied by his wife Gandhari, and also by Kunti, 
Sanjaya and Vidura. «It is here that Vidura takes 


fo severe aysterities, and is elready dying «when 
the Pandavas visit him. The A‘ramayasika-parvan ə 
A relates all this story.° . FE 
2. Mbh.15.33.14-19.... « eae Ss 
3. Ibid., 15. 33. 20-28. .` 
e e C. e. 
. T x e 
d x 0 
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e 
9 
e abodes called Santanaka. Yudhisthira obeyed the 
> command andereturned.? There is no mention here 


o OQ burial of agy attempt to dispose of the body of 


Vidtra. The description is in full agreement with 
. tht prescriptions of ritual texts insofar as thé prohi- 
bition of crematien for ascetics is concerned. But 
while te ritual prescriptions speak of burial in the 
ground, no guch thing is mentioned in the epic des- 
cription.” On the contrary, it is expressly noted that 
the dead body of Vidura would stay as it was. As 


itis, it would appear to be a special case of formal 
abandonment.’ # 


E 
l. lbid., 15. 33. 30-32 : 
Dharmaràjas tu fatrainai sa /hcaskarayigus tad à, H 
Dagdhuk mo? bhavad vidvan atha vai vag abhigata. 30 
Bho bho rajan na dagdhavyam etad vidurasanjnakam, 
Kalevaram thaitat te dharma esa sanatanah. 31 

Lokah santanaka n ma bhavisyanty asya parthiva, 
Yatidharmam avàpto? sau naiva socyah paramtapa. 32 


nN 


For the ritual prescriptions regarding the disposal of 
the dead body of an ascetic, see dane, op. cit Vol. 
IV, pp. 229-31 ; Pandey, op. cit., pp. 341-43. e 
3.. Whether any meaning is to be read in the repeated 
reference to Vidura standing motionless agains: a tiec, 
his expiring in the same pose (Mbh., 15. 33. 21, 27), 
and the heavenly announcement that his body would 
stay where it was (ibid., verse 31), is difficult to say; 
cf. Vaidya, Mahabharata-mimimsa, p. 474. Inciden- 
tally, it makes an interesting contrast that in Buddh- 
ism and Jainisne, cremation was generally practised 
for monks ‘as well as for laymen; seg Rhys Davids, 
Buddhist India, pp. 36-7; Poussin, “Death and Dispo- 
sal of the Dead : Buddhist", ERE., 4, p. 446; Kane, 
op. cit., Vol. TV, pp. 234-5; Jain, Jaina Agama S«hitya 
anen Bharatiya Samaja, pp. 369 ff; also Rahule$ 
Walpola, élistoy of Buddhism in 8Ceylon: the Anuradha- 


© *  epura Period, pp. 285-6; (Geiger, Wilhelm, Culture o 


OA Ceylon gn Mediaeval Times, pp. 40-1; Werblowsky, 


Z “Iunerary Rites an? Custéms”, in Encyclopaedia Brita- 
nnica, Vol. 9, p. 1017, > c 5 
L ° LJ rj 
e y ° 
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CHAPTER VI C SEC 
LÀ [] 
MASS CREMATIONS FOR THE DEAD. 
OF WAR ° 


The Mahabharata, by its very nature, sefers to 
the death of many warriors in battle aad naturally, 
therefore, also to the disposal of a number of dead 
bodies at the same time. The descriptions, it scar- 
cely needs to be added, are fantastic when it comes 
to numbers, but since a long dfawn, battle is the 
central theme of the epic story, its bearing on our 
subject is naturally of special interest. Also, irres- 

pective of the question where there ever was a real 
Mahabharata war, our epic material would still be 
good evidence of actual practices on the assumption 
that wars were a fact of life then, as unfortunately 
they are even ndw. As it will be seen below, the 
brahmanical texts do take notice also of death in 
battle, and take a certain position in their prescrip- 

tions, but they do not seem to imagine the need of 
disposal of many dead at the same time. Apparently, 
their scope is strictly individualistically oriented. 


The information about the disposal of the bodfes 
of a number of persons killed im battles is available. 
principally in the Stri-parvan—one of the most 
poignant sections of the epic, story,” in which 
Gandhari and other’ Faprava ladies, etc., visit the - 


en Cf. Wanteonitz; A Egi Indian Lüeraturé, Volt im 
Pt. TI, p. 325. 
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° _ battleground at the conclusion of the reat war and 
~ witness with horror,and anguish their dear ones 
R ‘lying dead* all around. + It contains a fairly long 
description of the éremation of the dead heroes on 
, thé instructions of the king Yudhisthira and "follow- 
ing suggestions to that effect made by the old king 
Dhrtard&tra.? The description is a continuous one 
bu? brings out, as we shall see presently, an interest- 
ing distinction, thereby suggesting two different 
types of disposals. We are first told that by the 
orders of Dharmarāja, Sudharma, Dhaumya, Sita 
Safijaya, Vidura, ttc, collected candana, „Clarified 
. butter, oil, many Sene materials, silken clothes, 
much wood, etc., also parts of broken chariots and 
various types of weapons. They then carefully set 
up with them funeral pyres and, following an order 
of priority, burnt the bodies of the princes in accord- 
ance with the prescribed rules (vidhidrstena karmana) « 
and with tranquil mind.? In the ‘sequel, nates of 


d. Mbh., 11. Chs. 9ff., esp, Chs. 16 f£, most of which is a 
long lament put in thé mouth of Gandhari. 
Mbh., 11. Ch. 26. 
Ibid., 11. 26.27-30 : 
Sasanad dharmarajasya Esatta sitas ca safijayah, 
Sudharma dhaumpasahita indrasenüdayas tatha. 27 

^ — Gandanü gurukagthani tatha kaliyakanyuta, 7 
Ghrtan- -tailam ca gandhamhs ca kgaumani vasanani ca. 28 


Samahrtya “maharhani darünàm caiva samcayan, 
Rathams ca myditams tatra nanapraharanani ca. 29 


-Citah krtva  brayginena yathamukhyan naradhipan, 
Dahayamasir avyagrà vidhidrstena rarmana. 30 

We differ here frem “Hopkins’ rendering of the 
^ verse 30. For fulle» discussion and our reasons for 
differing, see below (p. 54, fn. 1). 


^ 
5 Ar 3 © 
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dead princes are noted, starting with Duryodhana, 
with his brothers mentionéd in a round, general. T 
way, and including about tpirty names, some A 
singular, others in plural. THis is followed by the 
expression that the bodies of these and many others, . 
numbering thousands, were bufht in fire fed by 
streams of: melted ehee.! However, towatds the 
close of this description of cremation on*a mass sc4le, 
we liave another very interesting statement, namely 
that, thereafter, the dead bodies of those killed who 
had no claimants or surviving relatives and who had 
come frog various countries and regions were collect- | 
ed,, thousands of heaps were made of them and, 
following instructions of the king, Vidura bürnt C 
them on funeral pyres set up with much wood soak- 

ed in oil? Having got the funeral rites performed 


- . in this. manner, E is said to have turned "e 
towards the river Ganges, keeping Dhrtarástra ahead 
of him. ® 
In the discussion of the epic sources on the dis- 5 
. posal of the bodies of persons killed in battles, we 1. 


. may notice also certain material in the Sànti- -parvan, 
E is not a description, Qi an event pun a brief 


j 7 ca PI rijan $atase tha S o 
E hutair diptath pavakath samad alapa. 
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e called ‘old story? , Indra explains to Ambari isa that 
* the latter's commander df the army had preceded 
. amideal kin% like him to the heaven because he had 
earned the supreme? "nerit of a ksatriya warrior, 

.which was to engage, and lose one’s life, in' battle 
for a just cause; suth an engagement, it is'emphasiz- 
ed, is a veritable yajña.* —Indrass explanation in this 
story containsealso the interesting statement : “The 
deaths of heroes in battle should not be mourned. 
Such heroes are (promptly) established in the 
heaven. ‘They (the*surviving relatives) do not wish 
to make offerings offood and water to them, nor of 
observing the customary mourning and the puri- 
ficatery bath. Listen from me about the worfds 
attained by such heroes."? There is, of course, no 
reference to any mede of disposal of the dead body 
in this statement, but inference of that nature has 
been drawn from it, by Vaidya, which will be dis- . 


cussed below. S 


One more instance from the Mahabharata may be 
noticed which, though not a regular battle descrip- 
tion of the usual type in the epic, nevertheless refers 
to the violent deaths of many persons at the same 
time and the disposal of their dead bodies. It is the 
story of the death of the Kicakas at the hands of 
3 e 


PEP E, 


1. Mbh., 12. Ch. 99. 

2.° Ipid., 12. 99. 43-44 : E 

Ahave nihata%n $ürai na Socelakadacana, — 
Asocyo hi hdtah Stirah svarealoke mahiyate. 43 


* * Na hy annam no dakar irsya pe snanam napy asaucakam, 
Hatasya kartum icchanti tgsya "Loki FHG] me.’ 44 E 
D e C 
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Bhima in the Virata-parvan.* În short, Kicaka, e 
who was both the brother-fn-law and commander- < 


e 


in-chief of Virata, made illicit proposals t6 Draupagi; 


who, like her five husbands, was living incognito, as 


. = e 
a maid-servant in the royal harem. Draupadi cóm-, 


plained to Bhima, who arrange with her to lure 
Kicaka to a secrete meeting and in this w&y killed 
him. Kicaka's kinsmen, who are called Upa-kicakas 
and Süta-putras, were so enraged at this that they 
decided to bufn Draupadi alive with the dead body 
of Kicaka, and even got the pefmission of the king 
for this. It is while they were farcibly carrying 
Draupadi that Bhima intercepted them and by 
uprooting trees and using them as weapon he 
killed all of them. These kinsmen are counted as 
105 in number. We are told in -the sequel that on 
| receiving the information, king Viráta was alarmed, 
and before taking steps to pacify Draupadi, he 
promptly issued "orders to perform the funeral cere- 
mony (faramá-kriya) of the Sütas or Kicakas and to 
burn them all together on one funeral pyre, "using 
various precious and fragrant objects. It needs to 
be emphasized that the king's order is explicit about 
the collective cremation in one fire. 


A 
e 
l. See Moh., Virāța-parvan, Chs. 13ff. for the full Story, 
and, Chs. 21-22 for the encounter be'ween Bhima ang 
the Kicakas. 
^ 2. Mbh., 4.23.6-7; the fwo verses read as : a 
Tesam tad vacanam $rutva virBtoovahipipatih, © 


Ekasminn eva te sarve susamiddhe huta sane, 
Dahyantam kcakah Sighram ratnair gandhai$^c ° 
E E sarua$ah. 7 


ex - 


A 
^ 
e ^ 


^ ^ ^ 
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e e 
If we ahalyse she above material, more than one 


e 
e Inodee of disposal of thg many dead of battles is 


Suggested aad, prima” facie, there seems no reason to 
doub that they were, actually practised as the situa- 
tion demanded. Thes modes may be stated briefly 


“as : (a) the dead qf battle were simply often aband- 


oned; (b) attempts were made to recover the bodies, 
and, in the case of important persons, separate fune- 
rals were arranged; and (c) the rest of the recovered 
dead were accorded communal cremation. 


Howsoever modest a picture we draw of wars in 
ancient India, it must be accepted as true that fairly 
large number of peop]e participated in them and 
many lost their lives, and that these warriors came 
from many families and different districts, regions or 
countries. There must have been genuine problems 
of recovering the dead bodies and identifying them. . 
Under the circumstances, proper cremations could. 
have been accorded only ina limited number of 
cases, where for reasons of importance‘of the persons 
concerned, special efforts were made to recover the 
bodies and identify them. The only thing that seems 
to have marked such otherwise usual cremations was 
that several were performed at the same time and 
the,same site. Understandably, this is likely to have 
been done in a. combined, co-operative "way by the 
surviving relatives, The Stri-parvan evidence seems 
to be quite clear that, in a'situation like this, somee 
order of priority» was followed in poari up the fune- 
ral pyres and performing. the cremations. A large* 
nulaber of the dead, however? would still have been 


A 7 e Yi 
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Alo could not be identified «for one reason or 


left, x 
the other and fn whose gase there were also no, 1 
surviving relatives left or imntediately «available tq K. . 
he last rites. .Mfss E 


claim the bodies and perform t 
creations seem to have beeit arranged in such cages. 


Dead bodies were piled up in heaps on funeral pyres* | 
and burnt together.* It is difficult to say whether, | 

o : g ê | 
from the graphic description of their violent death 


e. e. 
1. It will be easily seen that we make a distinction bet- 
ween the nature of. cremation envisaged in the Mbh., 
3 11.26. 27 fl, esp. verses 27-30 (see above, p. 49, fn. 3), | 
on the one hand, and verses 42-43 on the other. and | 
we differ from Hopkins’ rendering of the verse 30, 
inhis Social and Military Position of, the Ruling Caste, 
etc., p. 115, foot-note. Hopkins renders the vetse to 
« mean: “The dead are beaped by rank on piles E 
(pyres) and burned.”’ It appears to us that the phrase 
“heaped by rank on piles (pyres)”’ has no clear justifi- 
cation in the text, and that both the words, “heaped ™ 
and "piles", are confusing. More accurate translaiion 
would be : “Having made their pyres carefully, in x 
order of priority, (they) cremated those kings with : 
c tranquil mind and in accordance with the prescribed 
rules." Thi$ would be the natural rendering on two 
other counts also. Firstly, “heaped by rank on piles" 
does not appear to make any sense, even when we 
understand **pyres" bye*piles", because how is such 
heaping * according ro ranking" or priority possible ? e 
Secondly, since many actua! names and some impor- | 
tant ones, like Duryodhana, follow this statement, 
the idea of “heaping” Sr “piles” sounds unnatural. It S 
isto be noted that identification of dead persons is E 
here clearly implied, both inethe talk of “ranks” and | 
in the mention of several names. So the sense is’: in j 
ae E heroes who were ideptified, the funeral 
pae e sete up and cremations performed in'a : 
^ à rdér o! priority, that is, the important and | 
senior ones looked after first and the minor ne pudet 
attended to*later. "This crefnatien VORAUS | 
Nisan fo. 3 was, therefore, 
e ent irom that accorded the unidentified "and 
| unclaimed dead of the*wars (described i EE. 
3 RKR o eh ana e A a Inn the verses 
in “heaps”. 9 


^ 


^ ^ K 
l Ç 1 ` n ^ 
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at the hands of Bhima, problems of identification 

E could be inferred in the instance of the Kicakas too, 
Perhaps they" Were »accorded a collective cremation 

x Smply in view of the large number and, it seems, 
also because they belonged to the same family. This 

e confirms that when the bodies were recovered after 
battles, collective'tremation forthem w 
Practict, whether the dead were prop 
Ornot. Separate crem 
order of priority were 


as the general 

erly identified 

ations at the same site in some 

rather exceptional, F urther, 

. Wwe may also presume that the mass cremati 
done entirely with’ State support and management. 
Dhrtarastra and Yudhisthira are portrayed anxious 
to get thelast rites performed for all and in ,the 
descriptions there are constant references to the 
instructions of the king." 


Ons were 


The above two, slightly differing, modes appear 

, in the descriptions of the Stri-parvan to cover all 
cases of the dead of the great war. Presumably, 
any other alternative was so abhorrent to the brah- 
manical redactors of the epic that they could not 
help create that impression and imagined cremation 
for all, howsoever cursory.” But apparently it can- 
not be so. We may besure that bodies of many 
heroes were lost beyond recovery and there Was) a 
geod number of unaccounted dead. Qn their visit 
SPB er I T sane 
^ 48 (see above, p. 49, fn.'3 & p. 50, fn. 2). Some degree 


^ of State syppoet may be presumed also in the former 
RETE case, and on the same grdunds. 


LJ 
9. See below, for the position taken in the brahmanical 


e ritual texts in this regard? i 
LJ 
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| í to the battlefield, Gāndhārī, etc.,,are safd to have 

1 witnessed a ghastly scene—decapitated bodies Jying — ^ 


all around and vultures and animals feeding on 
| them.* It is true that the dead heroes were oft a 
| abandoned by compulsion,** and this cannot be 

| called a formal disposal of the dead body. Butit - 

| was apparently commonly practiséd in the emergen- 
cies of wars, and Vaflya was very right when he 
cited in support of such an inferenct the cryptic 
statement of the Santi-parvan, which is apparently 3 
a rationalization of this practice.? 


LJ 
| Interesting confirmation of (has practice, it may 
b 1 be noted, ‘comes from Hiuen Tsang. In an obvious 


L reference to Kuruksetra and the Mahabharata war, ^ 
E the Chinese pilgrim records that so many people R 
Lj died in this war that proper disposal could not be 

| E. accorded them and huge heaps of skeletons were 

t 


still lying there.* The testimony is palpably false, 
considering the inapossibility of preservation of such 
heaps in Hiuer Tsang's time, should they be presu- 


h i med to have actually been Jeft there. But it is not sy 
:d impossible that the Chinese pilgrim saw some 1 
L l. See esp. Mbh., 1]. Ch. 16. Expressions of similar type 
occur also in the followihg chapters; cf 11.26.23. 3 
2. Cf. Mbh., 8. 14.56 (Vasudeva saying to Arjuna) : 
Parilyajya priyan anye bandhavan ba ndhavapriya, Q 


Vyutkrantàh samadrsyania tatra tatra maharaneh 
d havanes 


3. See Vaidya, Mahabharata-mimamsa, pp: 286-7, 473-4; 
x commenting on Mbh. (Bombay edn.), 19.98.45 (= Cr. 

edn. 12.99.43-44, cited above, p. 51, fn. 2): also PuSal- S 
kar, “Social World in the Malfübhaeata?, Jour? of the 
Ganganatha Jha Res. Inst., XXVI, 1970, (ch SVE OC S 


See Watters. On Yuan Chwang’s Travels in India, et«.,e d 
: Vll M» es BR, SG i 
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mounds which were locally believed to be heaps of 
skelegons of the Mahabharata Heroes. His testi- 

s ə mony, thug, provessthe existence ofa tradition in 

* hits time that many. dead of the great war were 

akandoned in the battleground where they fell. 


i 


As hinted at elready, we find only limited corro: 
boratign in the dharmaáastrjc or ritual texts for 
the informajion gleaned from the epic as above. 

ES There seems to be no sanction in these texts for 
abandoning slain warriors on the battleground, nor. 
are there any rules, to our knowledge, permitting 
communal cremation in heaps. Only the usual 
cremation is imagined for the dead of b&ttle, but 

. here again, there is no awareness of a numbér of 

. dead at the same time or arrangement of their 

cremations all at one time and place and following 

3. some order of precedence. The texts do take cogni- 

zance of the special nature of death while fighting 

in battles and make provision ferit. While as à 

general rule the brahmanical texts forbid cremation, 

with its accompanying formalities, for persons who 

d have met untimely or unnatural death,’ the death i 


l. See Kane, History of Dharmasastra, Vol. IV, pp. 222- 
3; and Pandey, Hindi Samskara, pp. 344-5, where 
various sources are cited. Vatkhanasa Smarla-sütra, 
o V. 11 gives a "long list of persons who must not be j| 
cremated. In view of specific sta.ements of opposite | 
e natuee im several texts and certain exemations (to be 
noted presently, i in the sequel), the sastra-hata (“killed 
P ^ by weapon") in this list cannot be interpreted to | 
a mean killed by weapon in battle., It must be noted, 
S however, that the brahmanica! “attitude i is not always | 
uniform in such restfictions or their exceptions. i 
Note, a. g., that death by, lightning-strike figures in ! 
the list of apparently unworthy deaths in the Vaikh. K | 
2 
| 


N 
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in war is deemed free from these pestrictibns, appa- 
rently because nb taint or unworthiness generally : 
L attaches to it^ On the contrary, sugh a death, i 
| could be quite praiseworthy. e This idea is brougfft . 

f out alsọ in exemptions of a different nature. It was 
| 

| 


^ 


believed that there was no asauca or pollution and * 
customary period of mourning, etc., imposed on the 
relatives by the deatlf ofa person who laid "his life 
| in battle for the sake of “cows and brahmanas”,’or 
| the pollution could be washed off instantly by the 
| briefest of ritual formalities [sadyah Sauca).2 In < 
this alone do we find some echa, of the sentiments 
of the Sánti-parvan statement,? but, as already 
TE remarked, this attitude, reflected both in the epic S 


| Smarta-siitra, but, according to Manu Smrti (V. 95) 
i and Yajfavalkya Smrti (111. 27), such a death did not 
i 


2 cause asauca for the surviving relatives. re 
) l. See Baudhayana Pitpmedha-sktra, 11L.7.2 : Desantaramp te 
2 samgramahate vyaghrahate Sariramadaya vidhina dahayet; 


‘also Pandey,'op. cit., p. 345. It must be emphasized, 
however, shat even when the brahmanical texts refer 

to, approvingly, the death of warriors in battles, and D 
have specific prescriptiorts for it, the topic figures in 

them only in a very minor way. 

See Kane, op. cit., Vol. IV, pp. 305-6, where several 
authorities are cited, including Gautama Dharma-sütra, d. 
Manu Smrti, Yajnavalkya Smrti, etc. Manu Smrti, V. 

94-95 run as : s 

Rajfio wahatmike sthane Sadyahsaucaih vidhiyate, 
Prajanam pariraksartham asanam gatra Afrranam. 94 
Dimbha havahatantm ca vidyulà parthivena ca, 
Gobrahmanasya caivarthe Jasya cecchati parthivah. 95 y 
Similarly, Lajnavalkya Smrti, YU. 27 reads: < 
Mahipatanam nàáqucam hatanam vidyuta tatha, - 
e .  Gobrüahmanaàrtham samgrüe yasya cecchati bhimipah. 


3. Mbh., 12.99. 43-44 ee above, p. 51, T. 2),*.— t ^ * 


n2 
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and the dharmgéastric sources, may be simply a 
ratignalization of the actual practice of abandon- 


z a ment of the dead heroes in the battlefield. 
"A" 
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1. Incidentally, similar practice is followed also in 
the modern conditeons of war. As it happens with 
the Indian army, adequate steps are taken to ensure 
that the dead of war are easily identified. Then, if 
the next of kin do not appear in time to claim the 
bodies, collective or tommunal disposals are arranged. 
Needless to say, even the communa! disposals respect 

< religious sentéments and the army units maintain 

their chaplains. A curious Thai Ruddhist custom 

5 may also be noted. The bodies of those who die in 

accidents or in hospitals on account of illness and 

4 have no relatives to perform the normal rites are 

a buried fora time, and then periodically the bofes 

^ are dug ap. fleaped in huge pilés and cremated. (see 

S ^ The Hindustan Times, Wwlarct}28, 1977, news item by 

Reuter: cf. WerbloWsky, in Encyclopaedia Britannica, 
Vol. 9, p. 1017). * s 
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CHAPTER’ VIL n 


CREMATION OF*PÁNDU à 


We lave reserved for special discussion at tlfe 
end the cremation of Pandu as desetibed in the Adi- 
parvan. A passing reference has been made to it 
above as one of the several instances dn the epic 
where more orless detailed descriptions of cremation 
are available, amd, in fact, a superficial reading of 
it may create the impression thate there was appa- 
rently nothing striking in it beyond providing, in a 
somewhat'detailed manner, a description of crenta- 
tion*as ordinarily practised. °A closer study, how- 
ever, reveals that we. are here dealing with an 
exceptional circumstance relating to cremation.. 
This point was missed by some earlier authorities, 
who, therefore, also made unwarranted comments 
on. the» originality and credibility of the whole 
narrative. Sinee the relevant passages do present 
problems of interpretation, ewe have chosen to dis- 
cuss them at some length. 


The context is of the death of Pandu away from 
his capital and ina mountainous resort in the 
Himalayas* and of the subseqtient cremation of 
his dead body. The chapter 116 pof the Adi- parvan 
describes the infatuation of the king towards his" 
wife Madri in the romantic season of the spring, his 
E with her despite her resistance and dying 


"1. This mountainous resort i$ called Satasriga; see M bk. >o 


1. 110.42-45; 115.27;*117.90. 


e ~. 
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e. M 
in the process on*account of a certain curse. Further, 
it récords a* dialogue *between the two bereaved 
wives, Kufti and Mādrī, as to who should mount 
the funeral pyre with the dead husband, the agree- 
nfent being reached finally over the name of the 
younger wife. THe final verse of the chapter records 
in unambiguous terms that, Madri entered the 
funeral fire with the dead king.* It appears curious, 
therefore, that the next chapter, no. 117, opens with 
the statements that the god-like sages of that moun- 
tainous resort petionmed the last rites of Pandu 
(pandor avabhrthamkrtva), assembled and took counsel, 
and marched with the ‘body’ of the king and with 
his. wife: and children to the capital city Hasfina- 
pura? to hand them over to Bhisma and 
Dhrtaràstra.? It is mentioned further in this 
context that Kunti, excited about the return home, 
did not mind the long trip and before long reached 
, L 


1, Mobh., 1. 116.31: ° 
Ityuktva tam citàgnisthgiù dharmapatnt narargabham, 
Madrarajatmaja tūrņam anvārohad yasasvint. 

2. On the name * Hastinapura” of the capital city, see 
“Additional Note" at the end (pp. 70-1). 

3. Mbh., 1. 117. 1-6 The verses l and 4-6 read as 
follows : ^ 


Pandor avabhrtham kriva devakalpa mahargayah, 
Tala magtram akurvanta te sametya tapasvinah. 1 


P Te parasparam amantrya sarvabhütahite ratah, 
G anaon putian Quraskrtya nagaram ng gasahvayam. 4 s 
o , Ud aramanasah siddha gamane cakrire manah, 
Bhismaya pandavan datum dhytarastraya caiva hi. a 
: Tasminn eva kgane Sarve ta» adāya pratasthire, 


Pandor darams ca putris ca Sartrarh caiva tapasah. 6 
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the main gate ofthe city." Having thus arrived 
and been received by the kinšmenņ of the dead Pandu 
and the citizens,? the sages reported about th4 
king’s stay in.their midst, living the life of a brahma- 
cari, his nevertheless begetting mighty sons through 
miraculous means (dizyena hetuna), ànd, of his expir- 
ing seventeen days before that date. Thé verses 
nos. 28-31, which too are part of the report by tke 
sages, go on to say : “Mādrī, seeing him (i. e. her 
dead husband) ‘lying on the funeral pyre to be offe- 
red into the mouth of the fire, hérself entered the 
fire and ended her life. She thus went with him and 
obtained her ‘husband’s station’. Whatever rites 
remdin to be done for her and for him may now be 
done. Here are their two ‘bodies’ and here their 


. Worthy sons. These sons, the scourges of their ene- 


mies, with their mother, may be received with ap- 
propriate rites. After the conclusion of the preta- 
karya, Pandu ... may obtain pitrmedha, or legitimate 
ancestral offerings."* The sages depart after 


having made these statements. 


Mbh., 1. 117. 7-8. 
Ibid., 1. 117. 9 ff. 
Ibid., 1. 117. 19 ff. The verse 27 reads as follows : 
Varlamanah satam vrtte putralabham avapya ca, 
Pitrlokam gatah pandur itah sapladase’ hani. e 
4. Ibid., 1.917. 28-31 : x 

Tameitàgatam ajñaya vaitvanaramukhe Rutam, 

Pravista pavakam madri hilva jivitam atmanah. 28 
s Sa gata saha tenaiva patilokam anuvrata, 
Tasyas tasya oa yat karyam kriyatase tad gnantaram. 29 
Ime tayoh sartre due sutagceme tayor varah, E 


wom — 


= Kriyabhir anugrhyantam saha matra paramtapah. 30 
- Pretakaryar ca mrvyite ity medham mahayasah, ^ 
Labhatam Sarvadharmainah panduh kurukulodvahah. 31 
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i ^ The next chapttr, no. 118, smoothly picks up the 
Ñ o thread* and deseribes the funeral rites of Pandu and 

Mgdri in fafr detail, including the preparation and 
" decoration of the two “bodies’, carrying them in a 
pe protession in an ornamented śibikā to the accorhpani- 
| ment of music, etf, depositing them in a pleasant 
EE grove ongthe banks of the Ganges, performing certain 
rites of ablutign, purification and anointment, and 


| 

4 finally burning them on the funeral pyre.* There is | 
É reference to the subsequent performance of udaka- . | 
Í ' kriya by all the relatives, including the ladies of the 
Kuru family,? and, still later, on return, of the | 


relatives and the residents of the capital city*sleeping 
° on the ground. Theré is.mention in this contéxt 
Ç also of the ritual observance of twelve nights.’ 


It must be accepted that the entire description, 
eke from the death of Pandu in the Himalayan resort to 5 
his elaborate funeral by the relatives and others in. 
the capital city, appears curious at the first sight and 


ir EU e. 
9 l. Mbh., 1.118. 1ff., esp. -5ff. The des cription of the 
A ` preparation, procession, etc. is throughout quite reali- 
stic and the dead king and his wife are frequently 
referred to by name. The verse no. 18, and also 23, 
may be reproduced which refer directly to the so-call- 
ed ‘bodies’ of Pandu and Madri : 


l Tatas tasya fariragi tat sarvagandhanigevitam , 
e Sucikaliyakadigdhan mukhydsninadhivasitam, 
Paryagiiicaii jalenasu satakumbhamayair ghataih. 18 
Oe = DOOR L S... e 
Tatas tayoh farire te drgtva mohavasai gata, 
Q Ha ha putreti kausalya papëta sahasa bhuvi. 23 e 


Mbh., 1. 118. 27928. p.c 
tbid., verses 29-30. Mbh., ?. 119. 1-3 describe the per-a 


+e. 


en COE 


formance of the írüddha gf Pandu and the return of | 
the relatives to Hastinapura. | 


ve 09 ghd 
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- 6 
needs explanation. Itis not sufprising, therefore, 
that the episode attracted the attention of some e 


noted authorities on the Mahabharata, &yen though? £ 


as we shall see presently, they «lid not explain the 
apparént anomaly satisfactorily. Hopkins noted very , 
early the incongruity of the desetiption of Pandu’s 
cremation twice over.—once in the forest amd again 
in Hastinapura, and from the elaborate description 
of the funeral rites in the capital, he inferred that in 
this latter account clearly no former burning is ima- 
gined. Hopkins’ explanation was that two accounts 
are evidently confounded in the epic narrative.) 
Meyer has commented on this episode in a little 
greater detail.? He also found the cryptic state- 
ment that “‘Madri climbed swiftly up to her dead 
husband as he lay on the funeral. pyre” enigmatic 
and at odds with the description in the following 


chapters of the bringing of the two corpses and bur- 


ning them with âll the proper ceremonies. Remark- 
ing in passing "that this body-burning “must now 
be thought of as carried out only on what is left of 
the bones, though this does not agree very well with 
the actual account", Meyeralso suspected that the 
whole was probably an ac&ount "patched together 
from different versions", He Wasuncertain, however, 
as to how this was done or what the different proba- 
ble versidns were. He felt that the idea’ of Madri 


en - S * 
l. Hopkins, Sgcial and Military Positio } 
etc., p. 116, foot-note. 4 we Bye A E 
^ 2. See Meyer, J. J5 Sexual Life in Ancient India, Clone 
p: 236, esp. fn. 2. Ghis study of Meyer is principally 
based on the epics Mahabharata and Ramayana. 
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E burning hefself with the dead Pandu might have been 
e borrowed from, the example of the brahmana’s wife 
° én the storyeof king Kalmasapada (which appears a 
e little Jater in the same eparvan),* although while it 
all happened naturally*in the brahmana wife's case, 
“for Madri was thg wood-pile inserted for better or 
worse." | On the other hand, he thought it also pro- F 
bable that there was a version of the Pandu’s story d 
in which the final burial was carried out at once in 
the forest. Madri’s “fiery” death would quite fit in š 
e with that, but “there was an unwillingness to lose 
the solemn and splendid public ceremony.” 


The tract presented problems of interpretation 
S also. to the editors of the critical edition of fhe 
Mahābhārata. / It is remarkable that while explaining 
the method of recanstruction and the various diffi- 
B. culties encountered, the late V. S. Sukthankar, who 5 
edited the Adi-parvan, specifically noted this instance , 
as one of the anomalies of the epic.” Sukthankar 
also noted the contradiction of the*cremations of 
L Pandu and his wife in two different places and at 
|" two different times. Highlighting the nature of this 
D^ contradiction, he pointed to the elaborate funeral 
described in the chapter 118, referred especially to 


_§: Dilating on the® theme that the disturbance of the 
enjoyment of sex was considered especially inhuman, 
Meyer first cites the Kalmasapida’s storya and then 
the, *in parts, very clumsy”, legend of Pandu, suspec- 

5 @ ting the latter to be aneimitation of the former; see, 

Meyer, op. cit., pp: 233 M.. For Ka]masapada legend, 
see Mbh., 12 Chs. 166 ff., esp. Ch. 173 which contains 

AME the story referred to here.* E 

nou tps c MID, tap A*i-parvan (ed. V. $. Sukthankar), “Prolego- 

mena”, p. xxxvii S 
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L 


the verse 20 which said that, dressed and anointed, 


the dead king ldoked as if he were alive,” ard felt "n 


convinced on that basis that no former burning we 
imagined. Also, he cited approvingly Hopkins’ 
comments : ‘“‘...there couldenot have been mych 
corpse left or not enough to dress and smear with* 
sandal paste!"? Sukthankar felt constrained to 
retain the supposed *anomaly in the critical edition 
because it had the full support of the manuscript 
evidence, i. e., the so-called anomalous stanzas were 
uniformly represented in the manuscripts of the 
Northern and the Southern vegsions of the epic. 
Since this was the paramount criteria of his recon- 
struction, too sacrosanct to be tampered with, he 
could not do otherwise. However, as the contradic- 
tion appeared glaring to him, he noticed it specifi- 
cally in the now deservedly famous “Prolegomena” 
to his edition of the Adi-parvan. He even took the 
" diaskeuasts of the epic to task by charging that they 
“did not always employ great art in conflating two 
discrepant accounts of an incident"? Like Hop- 
kins again, Sukthankar also obviously suspected that 
separate accounts are confused here. Although he 
did not identify the earlier hypothetical versions, 
his explanation, presumably, was that there were 
two independent versions of the cremation of Pàitdu 


l. The full-verse 1. 118. 20 reads : 
Athainaiit de$ajaih suklair vasobhih samayojayan, D) 
Acchannak sa lu vasobhirj tvann iva nararsabhah 

usubhe purusavyaghro maharha Sayaneitah. 
e 2. See Hopkins, cited abowe (p. 64, fn. 1). 

3. See Sukthankar, “Prolegomena” (cited alfhve, př 65, 

fn. 2), p. Ixxxvii. ` 
e 
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e — One in which there was only a brief notice and the 
a king was cremated away, from home and another, 
egiving elaberate desctiption of the cremation, which 
tookeplace in the viqitity of the capital city; and, 
“laser, when the two versions were conflated, this was 
* done rather carelajsly, without removing the appa- 
rent contradiction of cremation twice over.* Tt 
may be added that in his cultural study of the 
Mahābhārata, VS Agrawala also commented on the 
episode of Pandu’s death and crematian, and he too 
resolved the apparent anomaly by supposing that, 
following his deathe Pandu had already been crema- 
ted $n the Himalayan forests, and the stoty of the 
‘body’ being brought to Hastinapura and recrerfia- 
ted there was added only later. Agrawala does 
Suggest that, as seen in early Buddhist literature, the 
word sarira was used technically for bone-relics, and 
the ascetics brought only these to the capital, but 
this does not affect his main explanation. Z ‘ 


B è e Ç G 

It may be noticed that Pandu’s death and 
cremation away from home are mentioned also in 
an earlier chapter of the Adi-parvan, in which 
Vai$ampáyana tells Janamejaya about the latter’s 
ancestral history.* There is mention of the curse 
on,Pandu, his begetting children through niyoga, 
- 1. This, ss seen abbve,.is also the explanatioreof Meyer. 
Meyer is cited by Sukthankar only in the **Addenda 

^ “et Corrigenda” to his Cr^edn. of the Adi-parvan (sea 
*Mbh., Cr. edn., aVol. I, pt. IT, p. 994, additional notes 
on [.. 117. 50 à), but apparently he generally approv- 


‘ed also of Meyer's arguments. ` = 
“9, Se@Agrawala, V. S., Bharata-Savitri, Vol. I, pp: 104-5. 
3. See Mbh., 1. Ch. 90. , S x 
b Z 
a ^ : A S $ 
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his death asa result of the curse, and "of Pandu 
E being cremated and Madri mounting the funeral < 
pyre with him. It is also clearly said teat the fivge 
young Pandavas and Kunti *were brought by the 
ascetic to Hastinapura and handed over to Bhisima : E 
i and Vidura. There is no meation of another 
cremation or funera| ceremony for the dead king. 
Hopkins, Meyer, Sukthankar or Agrawala make no 
reference to this in their explanations,” and, in a 
- our opinion, rightly. It is only a brief ancestral 
history that is presented here, and non-mention of 
the fuller story, as later, prové$ nothing, that is, 
nothing of the kind that it presents an eaflier 
version of the incident. In fact, it may even be 
that this chapter, presenting as it does a condensed 
version of a long story or genealogy of the Panda- 
vas, which continues up to Janamejaya and his sons, A- 
is actually a relatively late portion of the epic. The 
presence of a phakesruti at the end of the chapter and 
a prefatory request from Janamejaya in the begin- 
ning that he wished to hear again in greater detail A | 
about his ancestors, confirm this suspicion.? As t 
we have seen, the objections of the above scholars 
. 


l. "bid. 1 90. 73-77. 5. 
'2 Only ‘Meyer invites comparison with this earlier 


occurrence, in the additional notes ein his book (see 
Meyer, op. cit. p.557), but he makes no use of this 
^ information in his explanation of the two cremations x 
of Pandu. , x 
LU e 
3. Of. Agrawala, V. S., Bharata-Savitri? Vol. 1, Preface, . 


p: 6. Agrawala has frequently and, in our opinion,, 
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Oe 
to the two cremations of Pandu are based on purely 
logical considerations. ° 


SS _ Surprising though it is for authorities like 
Hopkins, Meyer, Sukthankar, etc., there is no doubt 
that they were hasty and salen in their judge- 
ments. They did not look hard enough for ade- 
quate 'explanation of the supposed anomaly and 
ignored note only the brahmanical dharmaáastric 
texts, which were expected to throw light on the 
problem, but also the epic tradition: In fact, one 
gets the impression that they were unfair to the 
epic narrative itself. The mistake is particularly 
interesting, and also enlightening, in the case of 
Sukthankar om whom had fallen the responsibility 
also of preparing the critical edition of the Adi- 
parvan, which contained this episode. 


If we do not dramatize or understand the epic 
statements much too literally, as Hopkins and 
Meyer, and, perhaps inspired by them, Sukthankar, 
seem to have done, they all that is left ofthe con- 
tradiction is that the dead Pandu, and with him 
also his younger wife Madri, was cremated twice. 
All these scholars were right in pointing to this 
apparent anomaly, but they underplayed the struc- 
tural and narrative unity of the whole episode. 
It must ber erhpasiZed that the epic narrative itself 
is fally conscious of cremation twice over, inasmuch 
as the chapter,117» opens with the statement that 


` thé sages, having performed the last rites of Pándu; 


"assembled and took counsels’ and contains the long 


1. Mbh, 1. 117. 1 (cepreduced above, G 61; fn. 3). 
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report of the sages to the dead king's relatives 
in Hàstinapura which informs the Pandu had" died 
earlier and was cremated with Madti!  Wige^ 
reference to the so-called" “body? or ‘botlies’ 
which they are said to have brought with the, 
along with Kunti and the sons, dhe sages’ parting 
advice was to perform whatever rites remained 
to be performed about her and him, to do the 
preta-karya, pitrmedha, etc.. The epic commentarial 
tradition also recognised the unity of the narrative 
and there seems no indication that it was ever found 
anomalous. The Jñānadīpikā cofnmentary of Deva- 
bodha, which is one of the earliest commentarief on 
thé epic and whose excellence ds. appreciated by 
Sukthankar himself? does not comment speci- 
fically on the fact of Pandu’s cremation twice, nor 
does it find necessary to explain the ‘body’ or 
‘bodies’ said to have been brought by the sages with 


them ¢o Hastinapura. But, in commenting on the 


chapter 117 in*general and on its opening verse and 
P g 


]. Ibid., 1.117.27-28 (reproduced above, p. 62, foot-notes 
; 3 & 4). 

2. Ibid., l. 117. 29-31 (see above, p. 62, fn. 4). 

3. See Sukthankar, “Prolegomena” to the Cr. edn. of the 
Adi-parvan, p. lxx. The comments of Sukthankar 
in appreciation of the JAarmedipika commentary, of 
Devabedha are worth reproducing : “....-. He is, 
therefore, most likely, the earliest. gompentator of the 
Mahabharata hitherto known, and, in my opinion, 

s also the best. The commentary is in any case most 
valuable, and its evidence, both positive ang nega- 


tive, of supreme importance fof theeconstitution ofthe | . 
; 2 text." For more on «he Mahabharata commentators, 
: 
e 
e 


including Devabodha, Trom the pen of Sukthankar, 
see Sukthankar, Critical ° Studies in the Mahabharata, 
 pp-2638, . 

e U 
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e the concluding Advice of the sages in particular, 
^ it obviously fully takes notice of the two cremations 
E “wf the king*and his wife.t The same may be said 

also*of the much late, and inferior commentary of 

Nilakantha.? In fact, the very strength of the 

manuscript traditton should be treated as an argu- 

ment ix favour of the unity of the description. Just 
asit compelled Sukthankar to retain the anomaly 


ano dese 
LJ 


m 


in his critical edition, it should have compelled him 
. also to look for a more satisfactory explanation. 
2 à 
^ Now, a second eremation of the same person by 
itself is neither wholly illogical nor unknown to the 
s Indian tradition. In fact, punardaha or re-cremation 
. of some sort, or fe-disposal of the remains of the 
same person, is spécifically provided for in certain 
situations in the brahmanical tradition. The prescrip- 
"|o Q 5 2 
tions which fit our context are the ones made in 
| l. See Jjfanadipika : Commentary by Devabodha on the 
| Adiparvan of the Mahabharata (ed. °R. N. Dandekar), 
| ? pp- 63-4, for comments on Chs. 116-118 of the 
| M parvan. Devabodha comments on 1. 117. 1, and ex- 
2 plains avabhttham (in pandor avabhrtham KIR ...... ) as 
I Jivanayaj&anlam. Similarly, he comments on the verse 
sd ; 31 of this chapter,» and explains pitymedham as 
| vrşotsargadi. His comments on 1. 118. 17 and 18 may 
also be seen. , 
*9. See Nilakantha’s commentary on thee chapters 125, 
126 and 127 of, the Adi-parvan (which corgespond to 
]: E Mbh., Cr. edn., 1, Chs. 116, 117 and 118 respectively). 
1 a  Nilakantha also apparently accepts the narrative 
j o. unity of the epic description and. does not find any 
| * incongruity -in?the reference tb “double cremation. 
| < On Nilakaptha as commentator in general, seq 
| Sukthapkar, *Prolegómena" to his edn. of the Adi- 
A %  pàrvan, p. lxv ff.? alsp y the same author, Critical 
Studies in the Mahabharata, pp. 263 ff, ° e 
° |? L L 
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relation to persons who bad died in a distant, foreign 
land.* Itis prescribed in ethe Satapatha Brahmaņa ^ 
that ifa “performer of a long sacrificial'session—té" 
wit, he who (regularly) offers ‘the Agnihotra—were 
to die whilst staying abroad” (dirghasattry agnihotram 
juhvat  pravasan mryate....), his bOnes were to be 
brought home; they were to be thrown onta black 
antelope skin, arranged in accordance with man's 
form, then covered with wool and sprinkled with 
ghee, and burrt with his sacrificial fires.? Similar 
rules are laid down in the Katfayana Srauta-sütra, 
Baudhayana Pitrmedha-sütra, Gobhila Smrti and Vasigtha 
Dharma-sutra. There are provisions again for 
eventualities when even the bones could not be 
found. These are available in the Aitareya Brahmana 
and, following it, in several Sütras and other works. 
Weare told that an effigy of human frame with 
palasa stalks or leaves of specified number were to be 
made on a black antelope skin; this was to be bound 
round with wodllen thread, covered with yava flour 
mixed with water, anointed with clarified butter, 
and then finally cremated with the fires and sacri- 


e 
1. See Kane, History of Dharmasastra, Vol. IV, pp. 2231f.; 
also Pandey, Hindi Samskara, pp. 343-4. The evi- 
. dence from Dharmadástric texts cited by us here is 
taken mostly from Kane, but original texts have also 
beem consulted in some.cases. ^ e . 


9. Satapatha Brahmana (ed. Albrecht Weber), XII. 8. 1. 
13-14; see also _Eggeling’s tr., in SBE., Vol. XLIV, 
pp: 200-1; Kane, op cit., Vol.SIV, p. 223. Y 

Katyayana Srauta-sütras 25. 8-9; Baudhayana Pit medha- 
sütra, IIT. 8; Gobhila Smfti, III. 47; Vesisthg Dharma- 
sutra, IV. 37; all these dre cited in Kane, op. ĉit., 
* Vol. IV, p. 223. 
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e ficial L impleinents of the dead person." The Suddhi- 
e praksa observes that similar procedure has to be 
"wollowed eten in the case of persons who had not 
consecrated srauta &fes.? In fact, the wealth of 
nfaterial collected by the late MM. Kane* leaves 
clear impression *hat the eventuality of death in a 
foreigneland away from home was deemed an impor- 


tant one and adequate ritual provision was made 
for. it. 


. \ The re-cremation of Pandu and his wife Madri 
should be read in the background of the above pres- 
criptions. It.is true that the Mahabharatg example 


1. Aitareya Brahmana, 32. 1, and others, as cited in Kane, 
Op. cit., pp. 224-5. The number of palàśa statks or 
leaves as 360 was apparently fixed on the basis of the 
number of bones supposed to be in the human body; 
ac least in so far as the tradition contained in certain 
Vedic texts and in the Caraka Samhita is concerned 
(see Macdonel! and Keith, Vedic Index of Names and 
Subjects, Vol. II, p. 360, s. v. farira; Kutumbiah, P, 
Ancient Indian Medicine, pp. 6-7). While it is signifi- 
cant that the attempt thus was to reproduce "the 
human likeness as far as possible, the fact remains 
that the number of hpnes in the human skeletal frame 
as imagined here is not quite accurate. The Susruta 
Samhita, which represents the ancient Indian surgical 
tradition, reduces the number to 300, but that is still 
considerably more tgan the number counted today, 
206 to be precise. Modern scholars offer various ex- 
planations for éhese inflated figures, but it seems unde- 
niable that the ancient Indians! knowledge of human 
anatomy was quite deficient; see Macdonell and 

; Keifh, op. cit., Vol. If, p. 360, esp. fn. X5; Kutum- 

a biah, op. cit., pp. 6 T; Sharma, IP Won Ayurveda ka 

Vaijiianika Itifasa, pp. 68, 486 fL. Apparently, the 

number o£ boes was fixed at 360° following the num- 

`e a ber of days in the yea d 

.2. See Kane, op. cit., "p. 225. The Suddhiprakasa cites 

Brahma Purana as nasi 


3. Kane, op. cit., pp. 223-5. - ^ * 
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cited here would, not fit literally*into these provi- ʻe 


. QA 
sions, and accurate parallels for the individual 


e 


details in the ritual prescriptions may rfot be cited^ 


in the epic description. Neveftheless, the so-called 
contradiction stands resolved. The episode of Pandt?s 
and Madri’s death and crematioreus narrated in the 
Adi-parvan is not angmalous or self-contradictory; 
on the contrary, it is a consistent and sensihle 
account. It is quite thinkable that Pandu, who may 
be regarded as an ideal king by brahmanical 
standards and presumed to have established the 
sacrificial fires and performed sacfifices, having died 
and, we may add, also cremated with his wife M@dri 
in & foreign land, their remains were brought home 
and second cremation accorded them, as prescrib- 
ed. What the sages of the Himalayan resort could 


]. That Pagdu died in a foreign land fulfils one- require- 
. ment of the Dharmaáaástric prescriptions under con- 
sideration—agparently the most important require- 
ment. Jt,is difficult to quote specific statements, 
however, that he was also a performer of Vedic 
sacrifices and had establéshed the sacrificial fires for 
the purpose, and this has only to be inferred. The 
nearest that we come to that suggestion are when 
Pandu is said to have decided to leave home with his 
wives to lead the life of 4n anchorite and vowed that, 
among other things, he would perform his daily 
worship of the fire (Mbh., 1. P10.31); or when, rest- 
"^7 rained ey the curse that threatened his life, he 


bemoans his inability to produce malę progeny in, 


the words : “I have discharged my customary reli- 
a gious duties towards seers, gods and. men, but ùm 
not yet free from the obligations to my ancestors " 
(ibid., 1. 111.*14-15). But such s&ggestions apart, 
S the total portrayal of ®andu, especially the sent&ments 
conveyed in the detailed * description ofhis cyemation 
—that he was loved atike by his relatives and 


e  subjects—greates the clear,impression that he was an 
e e . 
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^ have brought witk them, and, even, according to the 
* epic description, actually did bring, were only the 
""*wemains or*the charred bones of the couple. An 
accepted meaning ef the word farira in ancient 

À Tifdian literature, whether in Sanskritic or Prakritic 

” languages, especially in funerary contexts, is ‘skeletal 
remains or ‘bones’,? and that is precisely the 


s ideal king by brahmanical standards. It may be 


noted that the Mahabharata contains frequent advice 

to kings to, among other things, study the Vedas, per- 
e form Agniholra and other sacrifices, etc. (see, e. g. 
Mbh., 5.40.24 13.128.39-40, 49: also Bhattacharya, 
Mahabharata-kelina Samaja, p: 377). As a represen- 
tative example, we may notice the eroutine of 
Yudhisthira, of bathing every morning, reciting 
sacred mantras and offering worship to the fire (A&bh., 
7.58.7-13; notice-also the reference to the daily 
worship of fire by Dhrtarástra, in’ Mbh., 15.3.9); The 
Arthafüstra of Kautilya seems to envisage that the 
kings were €xpected to perform Vedic sacrifices 
regularly; see The Kautiltya Arthasastra (ed. R. P. 
Kangle), Pt III : (A Study), p. 156. 


1, As already seen, Meyer also felt that the body-purning 
in the later chapters could only be understood * as 
referring to bones, but he did nBr find this really 


looked for another expla nation of the incongruity. 
See Bóhtlingk & Roth, Sanskrit Wörterbuch, s. v. Sartra; 
Monier-Williams, Sanskrit-English Dictionary, S. V-3- 
Grassmann, Würlerbueh zum Rg-veda, S. v. also Rhys 
Davids, etc., Pali-English Dictionary (PTS.), s. v. sarira, 
3 & 4. Itis generally agreed that, already in the 
. Rg-veda, the word, when used in plural] often means 
“bongs , see; & g., BY, X. 16.3 (perhaps the same 
sense is to be seen also in X. 16.1). M uch clearer 
» indication is in Vajasaneyi Samhita, 35.2 and 5, which 
Z is made still more explicit by the commentatofs 
° Uvata anq Mahīdhara (see Vaj. Samhita, with the 
.comm. of Mahidhara, ad. A. Weber, and ibid., with 
the commentaries of Uvata and Mahidhara, ed. J. L. 
*  Sfastril. See alsoe Satgftlha Brakmana, XIII. 8.2.5; 


5 
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20 .. 8.3.3; also XI. 6:3. 11 (ibid. tr, Eggeling, SBE., e 
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meaning it carrigs in its epic usages here in the ch. e 
117, verses 6 and 30, ande again in the ch. 118, * 
verse 18.1 It is these remains, therefore, whioK 
were suitably anointed, decofated, dressed and pre- 
pared fp many other ways, ‘perhaps enough to gfve . 
them a human likeness, and were*carried in a sibikà 
and cremated, as desgribed for us so realistically and 
with such wealth of detail in the ghapter 118.” 


XLIV, pp. 431, 433, 117 respectively) ; Yajüikadeva's 
commentary on  Kalyàyama Srauta-sttra (ed. A. a | 
Weber), 25. 8. 9 (incidentally, the context here 1s | 
recremation of the bones ofaa person having died 
away from home.). For examples-of the use of the 
word farira in the sense of “bones” or *bone-rélics" . 
e in early inscriptions, see e. g., Sircar (ed.), Select < 
Inscriptions, etc., Vol. I, p. 81: Piprahwa Buddhist 
Vase Inscription; Narain, “A New Version of 
the Minor Rock Edict of Agoka’’, Bharati, No. 5; 
1961-62, pp. 99, 105 (also Mirashi, ibid., p. 140); 
several instances in Konow (ed.), Aharostht Inscriptions, T 
etc., vide the word sarira and ‘relics’ in the index. 


1. As scen abovg. Agrawala also suggested this briefly, 

S citing early Buddhist literature, but he found no use 

for this interpretation in explaining the apparent 
contradiction. A i 

2. [t must, of course, be presumed that the Mahabharata a 

commentarial tradition was all along aware of this, 

and the commentators did not find it necessary to 

explain the word Sarird However, a statement from 

Nilakantha may be quoted. Commenting on Mbh., 

1.126.4: tasyemanatmajan dehem bharyam ca sumahat- ` 

nanak: dhe explains deham as dehayor asthini. Ch. 126 of 

Nilakantha’s version corresponds to ,Cr, edn. Ch. 117 

and this verse is treated in the latter as interpolated 

between 1.117.3 and 4. But that does not effects our 

argument. Nilakantha’s influence appears obvious 

on some módern scholars and* trarslators of the epic. 

A . Thus, Sukhamaya Bhattacharya, apparently under 

the same influence, understands the, word farira, in 

the descriptions of ®4ndu’s cremation, in the sense of 

s “bones”; see his Maha bhgrata-ka lina Samaja, pp. 338-9 e 
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| , Since the ritual prescriptions regarding the recon- 


ə structton of human likegess on thé remains of such 
* “sadead persoas, or event using purely vegetal materials, 

* are so specific, it is dificult to accuse the composer 
ə oftthis epic episode even of undue poetic licence, 
perhaps not even jp the verse 118.20, which speaks 
about the dressed and anointed dead Pandu appear- 
| ing as if he were alive and at which Sukthankar 
s. particularly pointed his accusing finger. 
y > 


L . «In the description of the cremation of Pandu in 
the Adi-parvan, we have yet another exceptional 
mode of dispasal of the dead body as practised in 
m the brahmanical tradition in ancient India, namely 
re-cremation of the remains of a person who fad 
consecrated his sacrificial fires and died away from 
home. But we have made also some incidental gains 
"rd from our study of this episode, and these may be 


(Even though Bhattacharya pakes no specific 
: acknowledgements, the considerable dependence sof 
his work on Nilakantha is obvious from the citations 

* tn his foot-notes.). Ee, however; shows no awareness ' 
° of the comments of Hopkins, Meyer or Sukthankar, or 
Ç of this that Pandu’s remains were accorded a second 
cremation fotlowing some special ritual prescriptions. 
4 Tn fact, he represents this act as a ‘proper cremation 
befitting a king" (ibid., p. 338), which, to say the 
least, is misleading: Notice also the explanations of 
*  Agrawala cited earlier. The Vulgate edn. published by 
Gita Presg, in itg Hindi tr., also renders farira as asthi. 
The Eng. tr. published by P.C. Roy wavets, when it 
a translates the word sometimes as *t«dead bodies" and 

s sometimes as *(unburnt portions of ) their bodies’’s 
*In a receat Efg. tr., based one the Poona Cr. edn., 

e Van Buitenen, who aims at “word by word translation 

meticulously”: throughout translates sartra by the 


+ *  sirftple Sord “body” (see eMahabharata 1: The Book 
c of the Beginning, tr. J. A. B. Van Buitenen). Z 9. 
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S 3 ae 
conveniently formulated with reference to Suk- 
thankar’s own methods and, observations in thé con- 


text of the preparation of thé criticaleedition ofe 


the epic. Our study fully vmdicates Sukthankar’s 
stand that the manuscript evidence could be the 


only possibly fool-proof or, at least, the least objec- ' 


tionable criteria on which the critical edition of the 
epic could be based. On the other hand, it cautions 
against hasty judgements, like anomalous and con- 
tradictory, on epic passages on purely logical consi- 
derations and without a satisfaetory study of the 
cultural background. Such judgements may be fear- 
ed to cau$e the more damage. as they may be more 
eastly credible, because the Mahabharata is known to 
be an epic of growth, a work of many hands and 
having developed over a long period. The general 
approach to the study of the Mahabharata, especially 
of its cultural data, can only be what it should be 
with zespect to any ancient Indian text, or, for that 
matter, any literary work. Due allowance must be 
made for the nature of the,text itself, and once the 
authentic text has been restored, it must be studied 
in its total cultural background as far as possible. In 
our case, overlooking for the moment the special 
problem of the dating of the Mahābhārata, which has 
been briefly ¢ouched upon already in the beginning 
of this memograph,. it may be stated" tht since the 


qritical edition has obtained for us the earliest fext 


of the epic that X .is possible toereach through the 
«manuscript evidence, it’s further meaning mrust/be 
unfolded not in isolation but in the context of the 
D e aen Sud : 
e : 
' 
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| background in which the epic was born and grew to 
its siza ` 2 
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CENE 5 
à 1. Cf. Held: :**....To know what an epic is, we must know 
what sort of cultaire it was that produced it and like- 
wise what place it *occupied in that cylture. ...... A | 
knowledge of the culture is essential to an understans 
ding of the epic and an understanding of the epic is 
e indispensable to a knowledge of the culture..."; see | 


» Held, The Mahabharata— An Ethnological Study, p. 30° 
efn this wow, H@ld has an ambitious scheme of inter- 

e pretation of the epic, with which we are in general. 
sympathy, though nomin full agreement. For some 
a * apfreciative comments Om Held’s efforts, see Suk- 

e thankar, On the Meaning of the Mahabharata, pp. 11, 18. 4 
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ADDITIONAL ‘NOTE , — 
ON THE NAME “HASTINAPURA” * 


In Indian Literature generally, both the iss, 
“Hastinapura” and “Hastinapura’’, are recognized 
as names of the capifal city of the kings of the Lunar 
line to which the Kauravas and Panddvas belonged. 
According to the Mahabharata, 1.90.36, the city was 
so called because it was founded by a certain king 
"Hastin". On the evidence of,the later Sanskrit 
literature, “Hastinapura” would appear to be,the 
mere popular name. Like Hopkins, Winternitz, 
Sukthankar, etc., we also have used “Hastinapura” 
in the En because that is the form used in the 
epic (see ibid.; also 1.90.77; 94.90; 17.1.9; etc.), besi- 
des, of course, such synonyms as Nagapura, Naga- 

"sáhvaya, Gajahvaya, etc. (Sórensen's Index to the Names 
in the Mahabharata does not list any example of 
“Hastinapura”. The form “Hastinapura” is noticed in 
the Southern recension of the epic; see Sukthankar, 
Critical Studies in the Mahabharata, p. 50). Since, prima 
Jacie,“ Hastinapura” appears also grammatically more 
acceptable, it is curious that the form “Hastinapura”’ 
too developed and was apparently even more cem- 
monly uged. My friend, Dr. R. A..Pathak, thinks 
that this popular form could also perhaps be, the 
pun one. According to him, the word “Hastina- 
pura”.could be formed on the Deaf that-the 
Tounder-king's name had originally the yowel-ending 
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a’, and some parallek. formations. from ancient 
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"Sant P could be cited in support. ^ The 

X names “Hastinapura”, in that case, would be an 

“© attempt at improvement over the older form in the 

^ situation when the king*s name came to be imagined 

c as kaving a consonant ending. However, GTS ex- 

` planation, even if cprrect, would leave unexplained 

why we do not have any use of “Hastinapura” in the 
Mahabharata. Metrical considerations could perhaps 


"7? 0 


be imagined td be responsible for the preference for 
the form “Hastinapura” over “Hastinapura” in the - 
^ epic verses, but they cannot account for the complete 
disappearance of tke latter name. In the present 
state of our knowledge, the supposition cf a later 
growth of the form “Hastinapura”, for whateyer 
2 reason, alone would appear to satisfy the Mahabharata 
evidence. The matter clearly needs detailed exami- 
nation before a more definite pronouncement could 
be made. 
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This bibliography lists, “alphabetically, all the 


books and articles which arereferred to somewherein , 


the monograph. It is divided jato two sections : 
primary sources and modern works. The primary sour- 
ces include translations as well as editions of ancient 
Indian texts, but, for reasons of convenience, exclude 
reference to epigraphical sources and translations of 


foreign accounts. These find place among the | 


modern works, which are listed according to authors’, 
editors’ or translators’ names. e, 

The abbreviations used in the bibliography ate : 
ASS. = Anandasrama Sanskrit Series; BI. = Bibliotheca 
Indica Series; ERE. = Encyclopaedia of Religion and 
Ethics, ed. James Hastings, Edinburg, 1905—; HOS. 
7 Harvard Oriental Series; PTS. = Pali Text Society 
edition: SBB.= Sacred Books of the Buddhists Series; 
and SBE. = Sacred Books of the East Series 


Section A : Primary Sources 


Aitareya Brahmana, ed. K. S. Agashe, ASS., Poona, 
1896. ° 
—— ,tr. A.B. Keith, HOS.,Vol. 25, Cambridge, 
Massachussets, 1920. 
Arthasastra (see Kautiliya Arthasastra). 
Atharva-veda, ed. R. Roth and W. D. Whitney, d 
edn., Bonn, 1966. 


——",, tr. W. D. Whitney, HOS., Vols. 7 and 8, 


5 2nd Indian repr., Delhi, 1971. 
Baudhāyana Grhyt-sütra, with Grhya-fega-sütra, erlya- 
e partbhasa ande Baudhayana Pitrmedhd-sitra, 


ed. R, Sham Sastri, Mysore University 
Oriental Library Publications, 1920. 
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` Caraka Samhita, Nirpayaságara Press, 3rd edn., 
1 ; Bombay, 1941. . 
1 i Wandogya Üpanisad, in The Principal Upanishads by | 
i) E G S. Radhakrishhan, London, 1953. | 
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